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Accidents, reports by Bureau of Safety, 
etc., pp. 139, 489, 866, 1395. 

Accounting, Division of; circulars, orders, 
ete.; pp. 83, 136, 137, 274, 318, 332, 377, 
508, 615, 706, 722, 817, 904, 963, 1353. 

Advanced rates; pp. 32, 136, 150, 186, 334, 
342, 431, 451, 517, 564, 603, 769, 830, 851, 
950, 951, 973, 1078, 1112, 1125, 1212 (from 
Cc. F. A. and Pittsburgh territories to 
southwest), 1251, 1256, 1301, 1345. 


Agard, M.; interest on overcharge claims; 
pp. 552, "955. 

Aitchison, Cc. B.; chairman of the Com- 
mission; p. 637. 

— Railroad Association formed; 
Dp 

a, N. L.; before senate committee; 
p 

oe G. H.; overcharge claims; p. 

a. J. C.; settlement of coal claims; 
p. 3 

Anthoni, J. C.; 
p. 1112. 

Aughinbaugh, Dr. W. E.; 
eign trade; p. 1141. 

Automobile cars; p. 782. 

Baggage; report of N. I. T. L. Commit- 
tee; p. 1249. 

Banham, W. J. 
freight; p. 667. 

Beek, J. H.; return of pre-war service; 
rp. 1059, 1147. 

= O. F.; interest on overcharges; p. 

5. 

Biering, S. R.; interest on claims; p. 1060. 

Bill of lading; Commission’s proceeding 
in No. 4844, etc.; pp. 549, 804, 921, 975, 
1091, 1125, 1249, 1270, 1353, 1366. 

Bills of lading; stamping; by R. D. 
Sangster; p. 67. 

Bills of lading; through export; p. 936. 

Black, W. M., General; address at Rivers 
and Harbors Congress; p. 363 

Bledsoe, S. T.; 
problem; p. 73. 

Boon, W. H.; notice of delivery; p. 662. 

ae, R. HL; ; suggested legislation; p. 
660. 

Boyle, George L.; attorney; p. 1157. 

—— Traffic and Credit Assn.; 
p 

~~ F. W.; state rate regulation; p. 

Bryan, W. J.; ideas on railroad regula- 
tion; pp. 214, 362. 

Building and ‘road materials; rates on; 
pp. 518, 563, 630, 685, 714, 733, 772, 809, 
864, 1312. 

Bunn, C. W.; before Senate committee; 
pp. 357, 417. 

Burr, R. Hudson; before Senate Commit- 
tee; pp. 231, , 

Byars, E. P.; commerce council, 
‘Petroleum Refiners’ Assn.; p. 963. 

Ceeernte switching zones; pp. 716, 733, 


interest on overcharges; 


future of for- 


L.; trucks for short-haul 


adddess on the railway 


Texas 


Come. V. H.; America’s foreign trade; 
Pp. 

oneinn Manufacturers’ Association; re- 
port of transportation committee and 
action of convention; pp. 1313, 1368. 

Canadian rates, etc.; p. 781. 

Cans, milk and cream; handling of; p. 83. 

Car service section; orders of, etc.; pp. 
139, 276, 327, 393, 395, 462, 507, 510, 712, 
1036, 1116, 1158. 

Car shortage and surplus; p. 1078. 

Carry, E. F.; resigns as chairman port 
and harbor facilities commission; p. 84. 

Cary, Graddy; criticism of Senate com- 
mittee investigation; p. 109. 

Catchings, Benjamin; brief in Senate in- 
quiry; p. 429. 

Cement, liquid; 
ment of; p. 126 

am | W. H.; rail versus water rates; 
p 

Chickasaw Lumber Co.; letter to Joseph 
E. Davis on lumber tariffs; p. 804. 

ae National Railroad League; p. 


ppeematnne for ship- 


Claims; four months’ clause in bill of 
lading upheld by Judge Field of Louis- 
ville; pp. 596, 630. 

Claims; adjustment of interest on, etc.; 
pp. 285, 374, 398, 443, 451, 461, 470, 492, 
501, 508, 516, 550, 595, 659, 660, 685, 710 
(Howard circulars 6 and 7), 713, 756, 
757, 770, 813, 814, 851, 904, 908, 955, 1009, 
1010, 1030, 1036, 1060, 1061, 1147, 1148, 
1225, 1249, 1253, 1342, 1353, 1354, 1380, 
1399. See also overcharge claims. 

Classification, consolidated; pp. 77, 136, 
200, 332, 438, 748, 917. 

Clark, Commissioner; before Senate com- 
mittee; pp. 50, 59, 251, 803. 

Clayton iaw; pp. 28, 810, 1095. 

Clements, F. L.; traffic manager Gulf 
ae sane Co. and Gulf Production Co.; 
Pp. ‘ 


DECISIONS OF 1. C. C. IN THE 
TRAFFIC WORLD. 


July to December, 1909. 
Vol. 4. 161. C. C. 424 


to 

17 I. C. C. 388 

January to June, 1910. 

ve. &. ‘SE ~ C. 251 
° 

19 I. C. C. 102 

July to December, 1910. 

Vol. 6 191, + Cc. - 25 
ts) 

201.C.C. 21 

January to June, 1911. 

Vol. 7% £201. ~ eS 4 
(+) 

21 I. Cc. Cc. 181 

July to December, 1911. 

Vol. & 211 _~ C. 183 
° 

22 I. C. C. 138 

January to June, 1912. 

Vol &% 221. . 14 
° 

24 1. C. C. 192 


July to December, 1912. 
Vol. 10. 241. C. C. 179 


to 
25 I. C. C. 349 
and 


January 
Vol. 11. 


July to December, 1913. 
Vol. 12. 27 1. C. C. 302 


to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
January to June, 1914. 
Vol. 13. 28 1. C. C. 563 


to 
30 I. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 
Va. 14. BDL CG 53 


January 
Vol. 15. 


to 
341. C. C. 277 
July to December, 1915. 
Vol. 16. 34 1. - C. 278 


37 I. Pn Cc. 113 
January to June, 1916. 
VoL 17. VTLAC 


to 
401.C. C. 62 
July to December, 1916. 
Vol. 18. 39 I. C. C. 675 


to 
42 I. C. C. 374 
January to June, 1917. 
Vol. 19. 42 1. _ 3 Cc. 127 


45 I. °c. 212 
July to mee 1917. 
Vol. 20. 45 1.C. C. 56 


to 
47 I. C. C. 482 


January to June, 1918. 
Vol. 21. 47 I. C. C. 380 


to 
50 I. C. C. 396 


July to December, 1918. 
Vol. 22. 50 I. C. C. 309 


to 
51 I. C. C. 504 
January to om 1919 
Vol. 23. 611. C. C. 451 


53 I. & C. 384 


Coal; transportation, purchase, rates, 
etc.; pp. 36, 126, 136, 150, 203, 332, 390, 
508, 544, 564, 574, 615, 616, 660, 710, 800, 
856, 906, 957, 1098, 1131, 1221, 1275, 1302, 
1347, 1381. 

Collin, W. W., Jr.; member of firm of 
Borders, Walter and Burchmore; p. 275. 

Collins, G. W.; prepayment of freight 
charges; pp. 1211, 1343, 1379. 

Collins, G. W.; for government owner- 
ship; pp. 1211, 1341. 


Combination rates; rules for construc- 
tion; p. 186. 

Commerce reports; p. 1339. 

Commission regulation of railroads; pp. 7, 
45, 149, 173, 213, 504. See also Pacific 
Lumber case. 

Commissioners conducting hearings; pp. 
1092, 1365, 1384. 





Ceertetien fares; increase in; pp. 214, 

Compensation contracts, railroad; pp. 17, 
73, 197, 204, 508, 607, 652, 708, 734, 796, 
863, 900, 901,. 964, 1020, 1058, 1067, 1089, 
1106, 1140, 1226, 1378. 

Complaints before I. C. C.; defense of by 
R. R. Administration; p. 1008. 

Concealed loss and damage; p. 604. 

Condon, T. H.; before Senate committee; 
p. 

Conn, G. ©. 
1063. 

Container Club, The; p. 256. 

—* shipping; specifications for; 
p 


Containers, empty; regulations for receipt 
of and for disposition of when astray; 


freight car efficiency; p. 


.; better express service; p. 
Corfield, S. C.; heavier loading of cars; 


Cotterill, C. E.; before Senate committee; 

p. 

Cowan, S. Pi before Senate committee; 
pp. 417, 

Cowan, S. oe views on the railroad prob- 


- *. before Senate committee; p. 


417. 

Gunes. Bruce; brief in Senate inquiry; 
p. b 

Cromwell, G. B.; district transportation 
manager, Emergency Fleet Corporation; 
p. 1222. 

Crouch, T. C.; 
p. 1011. 

Cummins bills; pp. 56, 238, 247, 351, 416, 
417, 479, 487, 535, 538,- 1133, 1191, 1240, 
1263, 1319, 1365, 1367, 1375, 1399. 

=. R.; adequate supply of ice; p. 

Cuyler, T. DeWitt; presents plan of rail- 
way executives; pp. 57, 101. 

Dangerous articles by express; Commis- 
sion changes its regulation; p. 139. 

Dawes, W. R.; plan for settlement of 
railroad problem; p. 359 

Dawes, W. R.; plan for solving railway 
problem; p. 62. 

Daylight saving; see I. C. C. decision— 
standard time zone investigation; case 
— p. 450; G. O. No. 61; p. 656; 
p. " 


interest on overcharges; 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COM- 


MERCE COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are 
indexed by title where there is a com- 
plainant. Where there is none they are 
indexed by the commodity or subject 
affected.) 

Abels, Robert, et al. vs. A. & W. et al; 
case 9797; crossties (52 I. C. C., 73- 
83). Feb. 15, p. 343. 

Acme Belting Co. vs. A. & R. et al; 
case 10194 (52 I. C. C., 15-18). Less- 
than-carload ratings of second class 
in official and southern classifications 
and first class in western classifica- 
tion, applicable to cotton belting, not 
shown to be unreasonable. Complaint 
and supplemental complaint dis- 
missed. Feb. 8, p. 290. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. Cc; ¥. 
et al.; case 8297; gypsum_ hollow 
building tile (53 I. c. C., 46-51). May 
34, p. 1085. 

Adams Leather Co. et al. vs. Canadian 
Pacific et al.; case 4694 (51 I. C. C., 
659-666). (1) Commodity rates which 
the Commission in its original and 
supplemental reports in City of Spo- 
kane vs. N. P. Ry. Co., 15 I. C. 
ve ULC Cc. Ms RE CC. 400, 
found would be just and reasonable in 
and of themselves were never ' re- 
quired to be established. They, and 
also a sechdule of rates agreed upon 
between the complainants and the 
carriers and which were put into ef- 
fect ad interim, were displaced by the 
readjustment which, after protracted 
litigation, was finally effected in the 
structure of rates from eastern de- 
fined territories to Spokane, Wash. 
This readjustment was a general one, 
made for the purpose of removing 
undue preference in favor of north 
Pacific coast points and undue prej- 
udice to Spokane and other inter- 
mountain points. (2) Complainants 
are not entitled to reparation upon 
basis of the rates found reasonable 'in 
the case cited. The.essence of their 
complaint is the relationship of the 
rates, and no damage having been 
shown to have resulted to complain- 
ants by reason of the fact that dur- 





ratd« 


Y= 3% 


ing the period of time in question 
lower rates were maintained to north 
Pacific coast points than to Spokane, 
reparation is denied and the com- 
plaint dismissed. Jan. 25,'p. 168. 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. Penn et al.; 
case 10304; precipitated lime (53 I. 
C. C., 375- 376). June 21, p. 1303. 

4&tna Explosives Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 10067; high explosives (51 I 
C. C., 633-634). Jan. 25, p. 167. 

Etna Explosives Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
case 10066; sulphuric acid (51 I. C. C., 
674-676). Feb. 1, p. 223. 

4@tna Explosives Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9955; sulphuric acid (51 I. 
C. C., 513-514). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

tna Explosives Co. va... F.C... C..C: 
St. L. et al.; case 10318; returned = i 
(53 I. C. C., 175-177). May 24, p. 1086. 

48tna Explosives Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al.; case 10014; high explosives (51 
I. C. C., 615-616). Jan. 25, p. 167. 

4ftna Explosives Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al.; case 10310; cotton linters (53 I. C. 
C., 140-142). May 24, p. 1084. 

Z&tna Explosives Co. vs. Hines et al.; 
case 10239; sulphuric acid (52 I. C. C., 
505-506). Apr. 26, p. 881. 

4@tna Explosives Co. vs. L. & N. * a 
case 10240; nitrate of soda (52 I. C. 
C., 391- 392). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

Etna Explosives Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; case 10018; high explosives (52 I. 
C..c. 393-396). Apr. 12, p. 783. 

Z&tna Explosives Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9992; sulphuric acid (52 I. C. C., 
423-426). Apr. 12, p. 783. 

Z@tna Explosives Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9989 (52 I. C. C., 235-239). (1) 
Charges on new tank ‘cars from Mil- 
ton, Pa., Sharon, Pa., and Warren, 
Ohio, to points of destination in the 
Southeast, based on combination of 
the official classification rating to the 
Virginian cities or Ohio River cross- 
ings and the southern classification 
rating or commodity rates beyond, 
found unreasonable and unlawful to 
the extent that they exceeded lower 
combination charges applicable via 
gateways through which the cars 
moved. (2) Charges on cars for- 
warded from Milton computed at the 
rating provided in the southern clas- 
sification found to have been illegal 
to the extent that they exceeded the 
charges that would have accrued at 
the combination of the official and 
southern classification ratings. Rep- 
aration awarded. March 15, p. 582. 

4@tna Explosives Co. vs. P. R. R. > 
et al.; case 9834; . . 2 (52 I. 
C., 173-175). March 8, 519. 

ZEtna Explosives Co. vs. %. & E. I. et 
al.; case 10018; high explosives; p. 350. 

4ftna Explosives Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; case 9943; high explosives (52 I. 
C. C., 26-27). Feb. 8, p. 287. 

Alexandria, La., Chamber of Com- 
merce vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
10164: flour and cornmeal (53 I. C.C., 
311-313). June 14, p. 1243. 

Albrecht, Leo, et al. vs. N. P. et al.; 
ease 9877; stock sheep (51 I. C. C., 
601-604). Jan. 25, p. 167. 


Algoma. Lumber Co. vs. S. P.; case 
9313; locomotive and tender (51 I. C. 
C., 529-531). Jan. 4, p. 14. 


Allegheny Ore & Iron Co. vs. C. &. O.; 
coke; p. 350. 


Allen, Fred R., et al. vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 10010; cows (53 I. C. C., 33-36). 
May 10, p. 991. 


Alkire-Smith Auto Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9828; self propelling 
vehicles (52 I. C. C., 507-513). Apr. 
26, p. 881. 

American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. 
e. of N. J. et al.; case 10294; 
acid phosphate (52 I. C. C., 550-551). 
Apr. 26, p. 879. 

American Cement Plaster Co. vs. Mich. 
Cent. et al.; case 8386; gypsum hol- 
low building tile (53 I. C. C., 46-51). 
May 24, p. 1085. 

American Fork & Hoe Co. et al. vs. 
St. L. & S. F. et al.: case 8479 (53 
I. C. C., 245-248). Following rates 
on lumber and lumber products, 52 
I. Cc. C., 598, the rates on handle 
material, not further finished than 
sawed or turned to shape, in car- 
loads, from Blytheville, Ark., to 
Thebes, Ill.. and certain other des- 
tinations, found to have been and 
to be unduly prejudicial to the ex- 
tent that they exceeded and. exceed 


the rates on lumber from and to the]. 


same points. Reparation denied. 
June 14, p. 1 

American Steel Export Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 10072; wire rods (51 I. 
C. C., 527-528). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

American Window Glass Co. vs. W. Md. 
et al.; case 9882 (51 I. C. C., 697-703). 
On September 4, 1917, complaint was 
made that the rates on glass sand, in 
carloads, from Hancock, W. Va., to 
four points easterly of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., were unjust, unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial as compared with 
the rates from the same district to 
Pittsburgh and points westerly there- 
of. Supplemental complaint was filed 
making the Director General of Rail- 
roads a party defendant, who, in his 
answer, consented to the considera- 
tion by the Commission of the rele- 
vant parts of the original record and 
waived further hearing; Held: (1) 
Willamette Valley Lumbermen’s Assn. 
vs. S. P. Co., 51 I. C. C., 250, cited 
and followed with respect to the 
Commission’s powers over rates initi- 
ated under the federal control act. 
(2) The present rates complained of 
herein are and for the future will be 
relatively unjust, unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial in violation of the 
federal control act and the act to reg- 
ulate commerce. Just, reasonable and 
nonprejudicial rates prescribed for 
the future. (3) The rates charged on 
complainant’s shipments which moved 
during the period from September 4, 
1915, to January 1, 1918, were unjust 
and unreasonable, in violation of the 
act to regulate commerce and com- 
plainant suffered damages as a result 
thereof. Reparation awarded. Jan. 
25, p. 161. 

Anheuser-Busch Brewing Assn. vs. C., 
R. IL & P. et al.; case 10213; re- 
turned beer containers (52 I. C. C., 
555-557). May 3, p. 923. 

Anderson-Tully Co. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 8065; also I. & S. 701; 
built-up wood from Memphis (53 I. C. 
C., 5-10). May 17, p. 1031. 

Armour & Co. vs. El Paso & S. W. et 
al.; case 10026; also sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 
3 (52 I. C. C., 240-248). On complaint 
that allowances paid by -defendants 
for the use of the privately owned 
refrigerator cars to transport fresh 
meat and packing house products 
within the territory west of El Paso, 
Tex., Albuquerque, N. M., Salt Lake 
City and Ogden, Utah, are less than 
reasonable, Held: That so long as it 
is necessary or permissible for com- 
plainants to furnish refrigerator cars 
in which to transport their products, 
the allowance for the use thereof 
should be 1 cent a mile on the loaded 
—_ empty movements. March 15, p. 


Ash Grove Lime and Portland Cement 
Co. vs. A. T. & 8S. F. et al.; case 
10135; cement (53 I. C. C., 81-84). May 
24, p. 1083. 


Atlas Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. 
Northampton & Bath et al.; case 8778 
(52 I. C. C., 387-390). Rates on inter- 
state traffic to and from points on the 
Northampton & Bath R. R. found to 
have been unreasonable. Reparation 
awarded. Apr. 19, p. 832 


Baker Box Co. vs. Long Island; case 
10027; sawdust (52 I. C. C., 1-2). Feb. 
8, p. 287. 

Bartlett-Collins Glass Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9810; empty slack 
—" ai i. c. S., 496- 498). Jan, 4, 


9. 

wastes, W. B., Co. vs. K. C. S. et al.; 
case 10003; glass bottles (52 I. C. C., 
10-11). Feb. 8, p. 287. 

Bernard, Judae, & Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P.; case 10051; egg albumen (52 I. C. 
C., 361-362).. Apr. 5, p. 735. 

Beckman Lumber Co. vs. La. Ry. & 
Nav. Co. et al.; case 9620; lumber 
(51 I. C. C., 451-452). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

Betts, Anson G., vs. Hines et al.; case 
10258; iron ore (52 I. C. C., 519-520). 
Apr. 26, p. 879. 

Big Sandy & Cumberland R. R. Co.; 
joint rates with N. & W.; case 8665 
(52 I. C. C., 347-350). Apr. 5, p. 735. 

Bills of lading, in re; case 4844 (52 I. 
Cc. C., 671-740). May 3, p. 921, and 
May 10, p. 975. 

Bliss Cook Oak Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et.al; 
case 9833; lumber (51 I. C. C., 734- 
787).. Feb. 1, p: 222. 

Boise Commercial Club ‘vs. Oregon 
Short Line et al.; case 9854; dried 
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ae I. C. C., 375-378). Apr. 5, 


p. q 

Brabston, H. C., vs. C. of G. et al.; case 
9949; lumber (51 I. C. C., 459-461). 
Jan. 4, p. 14. 

Brabston, H. G., vs. A. G. L. et al.; 
case 10156; lumber (53 I. C. C., 134- 
136). May 24, p. 1083. 

Bright-Brooks Lumber Co. vs. Hamp- 
ton & Branchville et al.; case 10028; 
~~ (52 I. C. C., 545-547). Apr. 26, 

Brown, W. P., & Sons Lumber Co. vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al.; case 9991; lum- 
a oe I. C. C., 549-550). Jan. 4, 
p. ls 

Bryden Horse Shoe Co. vs. L. & N. E. 
et al.; case 9349; switching (53 I. C. 
C., 275-278). June 14, p. 1242. 

Buffalo Lumber Exchange and Buffalo 
Chamber of Commerce vs. A. C. et 
al; case 7506 (52 I. C., 31-39). Peti- 
tion of certain respondents and de- 
fendants in the above-entitled cases 
for increased divisions of rates on 
carload shipments of lumber, originat- 
ing south of the Ohio or west of the 
Mississippi and stopped at Buffalo, 
East Buffalo, Black Rock, or North 
Tonawanda, N. Y., for transit service 
and reconsignment, denied. Feb. 8, 
p. 287. 

Bute, James, Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9287; window class (52 
I. C. C., 380-383). Apr. 5, p. 736. 

Cabin Creek Consolidated Coal Co. et 
al. vs. C. H. & D. et al.; case 9006 
(52 I. C. C., 181-186). Defendants’ 
demurrage rules applicable in 1915 
and 1916 on shipments of lake cargo 
coal held at ports on Lake Erie, 
awaiting transshipment by water, not 
shown to have been unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. Complaint dis- 
missed. March 8, p. 519. 

California Wholesale Potato Dealers’ 
Association vs. A. E. et al.; case 
9846 (52 I. C. C., 334-346). Defend- 
ants’ withdrawal of allowance for 
free transportation of material used 
in installing .an extra deck in cars in 
connection with shipments of pota- 
toes and onions found justified. Com- 
plaint dismissed. March 29, p. 688. 

Cameron, Wm., & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9421; window glass (53 I. 
Cc. C., 147). May 24, p. 1073. 

Carey, Philip, Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9970; paving joints (52 I. C. C., 
484-486). Apr. 26, p. 881. 

Cairo, Truman & Southern vs. C. & E. 
I. et al.; case 10303; empty flat cars 
I. C. C., 189-190). May 31, p. 

Carthage Marble and White Lime Co. 
vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 9952; cut 
stone (51 I. C., 619-620). Jan. 25, 
p. 168. 

Cement rates, western; 
Cement Rates. 

Central Pennsylvania Lumber Co. vs. 
S. & N. Y. et al.; case 10087; lumber 
(52 I. C. C., 21). Feb. 8, p. 287. 

Central Pennsylvania Lumber Co. vs. 

. & S. et al.; case 10131; lumber (52 
Lc. C., 329- -330). March 29, p. 687. 

Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. 
P. R. R. Co. et al.; case 9359; also 
other cases (52 I. C. C., 84-103). Car- 
riers in Official Classification terri- 
tory sought by fifteenth section ap- 
plication to be permitted to readjust 
to the sixth class basis carload rates 
on building and roofing paper and 
paper boards of all kinds throughout 
the territory and between Central 
Freight Association territory and 
Trunk Line territory and New Eng- 
land territory; Held, That they failed 
to justify the adjustment proposed. 
Basis for reasonable maximum rates 
—- for the future. Feb. 15, 


see Western 


343. 
clasate Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 7643; empty tank cars on 
own wheels (52 I. C. C., 593-597). May 
10, p. 988. 
Chattanooga River Brick Co. vs. A. G. 
S. et al.; caSe 10166; brick (52 I. C. 


C., 337-338). March 29, p. 687. 


Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. ‘A. 7. 
& S. F. et al.; I. and S. 1118 and.Case 
No. 9977 (52 I, C. C., 210-224). ._Upon 
the facts of record. Held, . That— 
(1) The Union Stock Yards &. Tran- 
sit Company of Chicago is a common 
carrier engaged in interstate com- 
merce and subject to the provisions 
of the act to regulate ecommerce. (2) 
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The notice of cancellation of its tariff 
of charges for loading and unloading 
live stock in carloads at the Chicago 
stockyards has not been justified. 
(3) The loading and unloading of live 
stock, in carloads, at the Chicago 
stockyards is a duty of the shipper. 
(4) The loading and unloading of live 
stock, in carloads, at the Chicago 
stockyards may be assumed by the 
carriers in those instances in which 
their convenience is aided and their 
equipment conserved by so _ doing. 
(5) The loading and unloading service 
performed by the Union Stock Yard 
& Transit Company is for the benefit 
of the shipper, but tends also to the 
convenience of the line-haul carriers. 
(6) In the absence of a showing of 
undue prejudice how much, if any, 
of the loading and unloading charges 
at the Chicago stock yards may prop- 
erly be absorbed by the line-haul 
carriers is dependent upon the degree 
to which their interests are served 
in any particular instance. (7) The 
failure to absorb all of the charges 
for loading and unloading live stock 
at the Chicago stockyards, while ab- 
sorbing all such charges at certain 
other markets, has not been shown 
on this record to produce undue 
prejudice against shippers of live 
stock at the Chicago stock yards. 
(8) The Chicago stockyards are the 
terminals for receipt and delivery of 
live stock of the railroad utilizing 
them. March 15, p. 578. 


Chrome Steel Works et al. vs. N. Y. & 


N. J. Steamboat Co. et al.; case 9333 
(51 I. C. C., 726-728). Shipment of 
dies and shafting from Chrome, N. 
J., to Galveston, Tex., reshipped to 
Silverton, Colo., on which it is alleged 
charges were collected on basis of 
water rates to and from New York, 
not on file with the Commission, and 
the local rail rates from Galveston to 
destination, found to have been a 
through shipment from Chrome to Sil- 
verton. Refund directed on account 
of overcharge. Rates legally applica- 
ble not shown to have been unrea- 
sonable or unduly prejudicial, and 
complaint dismissed. Feb. 1, p. 215. 


Clark-Davis Coal Co. et al. vs. D. L. & 


W. et al.; case 10315; coal (53 I. C. 
C., 357-361). June 21, p. 1303. 


Clark & Boice Lumber Co. vs. J. & N 


Cleveland Lumber Co. vs. Ala. 


case 10104: yellow pine 
131-133). May 24, p. 1086. 
Cent. 
et al.; case 9788; lumber (52 I. C., 159- 
163). March 1, p. 471. 


W. et al; 
Za ...c. &, 


Codington County Oil Co. et al. vs. A. 


Coffevville Mercantile Co. vs. 


7 2. 2. et oh: 
troleum (53 I, C. C., 
14, p. 1242. 


case 9950; pe- 
234-244). June 


A. FT & 
case 8365; class and com- 
497-498). Apr. 


S&F. @ al.; 
modity (52)  c. C,, 
26, p. 879. 


Colorado Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. 


et al.; case 8827; class rates (53 I. C. 
C., 383-384). June 28, p. 1361. 


Colorado Commission et al. vs. A. T. 


& S. F. et al.; case 8827 (52 I. C. C., 
439-480). Upon original and supple- 
mental complaints attacking substan- 
tially all class and many commodity 
rates between Colorado common 
points and points south and east 
thereof and from Denver and other 
points in Colorado taking the same 
rates to destinations in western 
states, in effect April 21, 1916, when 
the original complaint was filed and 
as increased June 25, 1918, under Gen- 
eral Order No, 28. issued by the Di- 
rector-General of Railroads: Held: (1) 
That the record is not convincing that 
the class rates in effect April 21. 1916, 
between Chicago, the Mississippi 
River and the Missouri River, on the 
one hand, and Colorado common 
points, on the other, were or that 
those initiated bv the Director-Gen- 
eral and made effective June 25, 1918, 
are unjust, unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. (2) That although cer- 
tain of the commodity rates from 
Chicago and the rivers to Colorado 
common points avpear to have been 
and to be relatively high bv compari- 
son with rates on like articles from 
the same originating territories to 
Utah common points, no adequate 
basis for a readjustment has been 
laid in this record. (3) That the class 
rates made effective June 25, 1918, 


Curry, N. 


Doyle, F 4; » vs. La. 


os Pont, E. I., 
. &. & 


Du Pont, = Bes 


which carry the increase of 25 per 
cent ordered by the Director-General, 
between Denver and Pueblo and cer- 
tain points in interior Kansas and 
Nebraska; between Denver and points 
grouped therewith and Galveston, 
Tex., and intermediate points in 
Texas via the route designated; from 
Denver and other points in Colorado 
taking the same rates to certain. sta- 
tions on the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway, Santa Fe, Pres- 
cott & Phoenix Railway, and Rio 
Grande, El Paso & Santa Fe Railroad 
in New Mexico, Arizona and Texas; 
and from Denver and Denver rate 
points in Colorado to certain stations 
on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad in Nebraska, South Dakota 
and Wyoming, are, and for the future 
will be, unjust, unreasonable and un- 
duly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceed the maxima herein pre- 
scribed. (4) That, with the excep- 
tions indicated above, the record does 
not show the class rates to stations 
north, south and west of Denver on 
the lines of defendants herein to have 
been or to be unjust, unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. (5) That there is 
no basis for a finding that the ocean- 
rail and rail-ocean-rail class and com- 
modity rates from Atlantic seaboard 
territory to Colorado common points 
via the port of Galveston, Tex., in 
effect when the complaint was filed, 
or as subsequently increased, were, 
or are, unjust, unreasonable, or un- 
duly prejudicial, except to the extent 
that they exceed the combination 
rates contemporaneously maintained 
through the port of Galveston. (6) 
That no necessity has been shown for 
the establishment of outbound com- 
modity rates from Denver to western 
destinations. Apr. 12, p. 783 


Columbia Malting Co. vs. N. Y. cc. a 


al.; case 7768; barley malted in tran- 
. C. C., 137-139). May 24, p. 


Consolidated Oil Refining Co. vs. K. C. 


case 9574; potatoes (53 I. 
May 24, p. 1083. 


S. et al.; 
C.. '¢.,. -99). 


Crowe, F. T., & Co. vs. N. P. et al.; 


case 9940; concrete mixers (62 I. C. C., 
351-352). Apr. 5, p. 735. 


Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. H. & 


crude sul- 
March 1, 


B. V. et al.; case 9899; 
phur (52 I. C. C., 176-180). 
p. 471. 

L., Grocery Co., Ine., vs. 
Southern et al.; case 8463; sugar (52 
I. G C., 373-374). Avr. 25. p. 735. 


Davis Lumber Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 


et al.; case 10088; lumber (53 I. C. C., 
223-224). June 7, p. 1175. 


Denver & Salt Lake vs. C. B. & Q 


. et 
al.; case 10060; coal (51 I. C. C., 679- 
683). Feb. 1, p. 219. 


Doyle Kidd Dry Goods Co. vs. C., R. I. 


& P. et al.; case 10094; cotton piece 
oo (52 I. C. C., 18-20). Feb. 1, p. 
22. 


Dixie Portland Cement Co. vs. N. C. & 


St. L. et al.; case 10165; parts of 4th 
sect. aps. 458, 488, 542, 601; cement 
(52 I. C. C., 517-518). Apr. 26, p. 882. 

& N. W. et al.; 
case 10198; lumber (52 I. C. C., 327- 
328). March 29, p. 687. 


Du Pont, * I., de Nemours Powder Co. 


vs. H. & B. V. et al.; case 9277; parts 
of 4th sect. aps. 488 and 1952; sul- 
phur (52 I. C. C., 538-540). Apr. 26, 
p. 880. 

de Nemours & Co. vs. 
St. L. et al.; sane 9982; 
coeueinenail hull shavings (52 I. C. c., 
533-537). Apr. 26, p. 879. 


Du Pont, * I., de Nemours Lumber Co. 


vs. D. R. G. et al.; case 10162; 
. we acid (52 I. Cc. C., 427-429). 
Apr. 19, p. 831 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
N. Y¥. P. & 


N. et ; case 9778; ni- 
trate of soda (52 I. C. C., 384- 386). 
Apr. 5, p. 736. 
de Nemours Co. vs. P. 
& R et al.; case 9732; nitrate of soda 
(51 I. C. C., 671-673). Feb. 1, p. 223. 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 


et al. vs. P. & R. et al.; case 9759; 
sub. No. 1, same vs. same; nitrate of 
potash (51 I. C. C., 621-623). Jan. 
25, p. 167. 


Du Pont, E. LI., —- Nemours Powder Co. 


et al. vs. L. &N . et al.; case 9830 and 
sub. No. 1; sulphuric acid Gi tk. & C., 
589-592). Jan. 25, p. 166. 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Co. vs. W. 
Jersey & Seashore et al.; case 10079; 
a toa (51 I. C. C., 553-554). Jan. 

» Dp. . 

Duckworth Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 
10089; cotton (52 I. C. C., 323-324). 
March 29, p. 687. 

Dulaney Bros. vs. C. & A.; case 9215; 
cement (51 I. C. C., 579-580). Jan. 25, 


p. 166. 

Duluth Commercial Club vs. Big Fork & 
International Falls Ry. et al.; case 
7845 (53 I. C. C., 85-95). Interstate 


class and commodity rates applying 
between Duluth, Minn., and points in 
Minnesota, North Dakota, and Wis- 
consin, and rates on grain and lumber 
inbound to Duluth, not shown to have 
been unreasonable or unduly preju- 
Complaint dismissed. May 31, 


dicial. 
p. 1127 

Earle Cooperage Co. vs. St. L. I. M. 
& S. et al.; case 9598; also case 9599, 
same vs. same, and fourth sec. ap. 
467, 799, 4994, 4218, 4219, 4220, 2043; 
lumber and cooperage (53 I. C. C., 
295-305). June 14, p. 1243. - 

East Liverpool, City of (Ohio), vs. S. E. 
L. & B. V. Traction Co.; case 10188; 
also sub. No. 1, City of oa vs. 
Same; traction fares (51 L. , 563- 
570). Jan. 18, p. 95. 

Eastern Car Co., Ltd., vs. Canadian 
Government Railways et al.; case 9884; 
also case 9901, Germain Co. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; ; umber (51 I. C. C., 627-629). 
Jan. 25, 168. 

Farmers’ Feed Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 
10035; Penn Grain and Feed Co. vs. 
P. R. R. Co. et al.; case 10036; al- 
lowance in weight of grain (52 I. C. 
C., 317-318). March 29, p. 687. 

Farmers’ and Ginners’ Cotton Oil Co. 
vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 9873; cotton- 
seed hull et? \ Lc Cc. &33- 
596). Jan. 25, p. 7. 

Feeders’ Supply Bios 4 Cc. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9785; cottonseed hull bran 
(52 1. = Co 353- 355). Apr. 5, p. 735. 

Feltus, R. T., Lumber Co. et al. vs. G. 
N. et al.; case 10080 (51 I. C. C., 571- 
578). (1) Rules under which carriers 
refuse to accept orders for cars for 
the carriage of lumber, of cubical ca- 
pacity of less than 2,400 cubic feet, or 
of more than certain specified cubic 
capacity, while tariffs name gradu- 
ated minima for cars of less or great- 
er capacity when tendered for car- 
riers’ convenience, held unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial. (2) The pub- 
lication of graduated carload minima 
implies an obligation upon the car- 
riers to furnish, upon reasonable no- 
tice, cars of corresponding capacity. 
(3) Failing, upon reasonable notice, 
to furnish equipment of the size that 
may be lawfully ordered, carriers are 
bound to protect by unambiguous 
rules the appropriate minima applica- 
ble to the size of the equipment or- 
dered. (4) Subject to the observance 
of the above requirements, the mini- 
ma here assailed are not found un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful. (5) 
Rule withdrawing from the carriage 
of lumber cars of a less capacity than 
i cubic feet justified. Jan. 18, p. 


Ferguson, W. T., Lumber Co. vs. L. & 
A. et al.; case 9500; lumber (52 I. C. 
C., 486-487). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

Ford’s Porcelain Works vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 8753; earthenware urinals (51 1 
i 485- -487). Jan. 4, p. 9. 

Galion Iron Works vs. C. C. C. & St. I. 
et al.; case 10113; steel culverts (53 
I. C. C., 178-174). May 24, p. 1073. 

Gamble Robinson Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & 
O. et al.; case 10207; potatoes (52 I. 
C. C., 523-524). Apr. 26, p. 882. 

Germain Co. vs. L. & N. et al.: case 
9942; lumber (51 I. C. C., 605-606). 
Jan, 25, p. 167. 

Grain and tor Exchange of Pittsburgh 
vs. P. Co. et al.; case 8820; grain (51 
I. C. C., 723-725). Feb. 1, p. 223. 

Grasselli Chemical Co. vs. M. L. & T. 
et al.; case 10221; lime (53 I. C. C., 
145-146). May 24, p. 1084. 

Graustein, Ida S., vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 9878 (52 I. C. C., 269-280). Upon 
complaint that the rates charged for 
and the service and facilities given to 
the transportation of milk in leased 
ears from Vergennes and Brandon, 
Vt., to Boston, Mass., were unjust, 
unreasonable and unduly prejudicial 
during the period from March §8, 1916, 
to Octeber 1. 1916. Held: (1) That the 
rates charged on the cars in question 
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were unduly prejudicial. Reparation 
awarded. (2) That the allegations of 
the complaint in respect to train 
service, cars, receiving and loading 


stations and caretakers are not sus- 
= by the record. 


March 15, p. 


Greeley (Colo.) Commercial Club et al. 
vs. C. & S. et al.; case 9574; pota- 
pe (53 I. C. C., 66-78). May 24, p. 

Gross, Herman, vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 10211; glass bottles (53 I. C. C., 
320). June 21, p. 1303 

Gulf Lumber Co et al. vs. G. S. R. 
et al.; case 7179; lumber (53 I. C. C., 
369-370). June 21, p. 1303. 

Haas, W. D., & Co. vs. T. & P. et al.; 
case 9946; cotton (52 I. C. C., 527- 532). 
Apr. 26, p. 882. 

Harrisonburg Milling Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 9779 (52 I. C. C., 63- 
72). Complaint alleging rates and 
regulations applied to the transporta- 
tion of grain from points in Central 
Freight Association territory and in 
the states of Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
West Virginia and Virginia to Toms 
Brook, Edinburg, New Market, Broad- 
way, Linville, Harrisonburg, Bowling 
and Staunton, Va., for milling and 
shipment of the products to points in 
Carolina territory, to be unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial, dismissed. 
March 1, p. 473. 

Hedrich, Otto, & Co. vs. P. C. C. & St| 
L. et al.; case 10243; demurrage on 
_— aie cc 79-80). May 24, p. 


Heider Manufacturing Co. vs. C. G. W.; 
case 7616; also other cases (51 I. C. 
C., 713-722). (1) Joint and combina- 
tion through rates made on specific 
basis applicable on various commodi- 
ties from certain points in eastern, 
southern and central states to certain 
destinations in Iowa found to have 
been unreasonable and, where unpro- 
tected by fourth section applications, 
otherwise unlawful. Reparation award- 
ed. (2) Rates assailed not shown to 
have been unreasonable except where 
in excess of the lowest aggregate of 
intermediate rates. (3) Fourth sec- 
tion applications seeking authority to 
continue through rates on various 
commodities from specified interstate 
points to destinations in Iowa which 
exceed the aggregates of the inter- 
mediate rates subject to the act to 
regulate commerce denied. Feb. 1, p. 


219. 

Helvetia Milk Condensing Co vs. A. & 
V. et al.; case 9762; liquid condensed, 
or evaporated milk (51 I. C. C., 624- 
626). Jan. 25, p. 167. 

Hite and Rafetto vs. C. R. R. of N. J.; 
case 10101; coal (52 I. C. C., 344-346). 
March 29, p. 687. 

Hinrichs, G. F., Inc., vs. Wells Fargo 
& Co. et al.; case 10300; also sub. 
No. 1, same vs. American Express et 
al.; dressed poultry (53 I. C. C., 362- 
364). June 21, p. 1307. 

Holgate Bros. Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et 
al.; case 10061; brush blocks (51 I. C 
C., 515-517). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

Holt Mfg. Co. vs. N. P. et al.; case 
9700; agricultural implements (53 
I. C. C., 314-316). June 14, p. 1243. 

Horst, E. Clemens, Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 9023; also several sub. numbers 
and 15th sect. aps. 345 and 349; hops 
(52 I. C. C., 356-360). Apr. 5, p. 736. 

Houston Exporters’ Assn. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9321; bagging (51 I. 
C. C., 509-513). Jan. 11, p. 76. 

Houston Chamber of Commerce _ vs. 
Morgan’s La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. 
et al.; case 9377; 4th sect. aps. 488, 
628, 642, 792, 793, 794, 2045, 4218, 4219, 
4220; sugar and green = (51 I. C. 
C., 653-658). Feb. 8, 


al.: case 9973; coal (51 . <. 
614). Jan. 25, p. 166. 

Humphreys-Godwin Co. vs. V. S. & P.; 
case 9632; cottonseed (52 I. C. C., 148- 
150). March 1, p. 471. 

Hurst, B. F., et al. vs. Boise Valley 
Traction Co. et al.; case 9485 (51 I. C. 
C., 697-703). Rates on fruit in car- 
loads from certain points on the line 
of the Boise Valley Traction Co. to 
defined territories, Colorado common 
points and east, found unduly preju- 
dicial to the extent that they exceed 
the blanket rates in effect from Boise, 
Idaho, via the Oregon Short Line R. 
R. and its connections to the same 
destinations. Jan. 28, p. 164. 


C., 612- 


Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 10286; scrap iron (53 I. C. C., 
177-178). May 24, p. 1086. 

Independent Bridge Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 10055; wrought iron anneal- 
a woeee (51 I. C. C., 525-526). Jan. 

, p. ). 

Independent Cooperative Lumber Co. 
vs. vs. La. W. et al.; case 7924; also 
ease 8498, same vs. A. & S. et al.; 
lumber and shingles (51 I. C. C., 557- 
560). Jan. 18, p. 95. 

International Paper Co. vs. L. E. W. et 
al.; case 9980; news print paper (52 I. 
C. C., 514-516). Apr. 26, p. 879. 

Jamieson, M. W., vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 10212; petroleum (53 I. C. C., 
143-144). May 24, p. 1084. 

Johns-Manville Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 10222; asbestos cement (53 
I. C. C., 169-170). May 24, p. 1086. 

Johnson, B., & Son vs. St. a 2 Ss. F. 
et al.; case 9407; ties (51 I. C. C., 518- 
521). Jan. 11, p. 76. 

Joint Rates with Washington Western; 
I. & S. 193; see Three Lakes Lumber 
Co.; p. 349. 

Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co. vs. A. G. S. et 
al.; case 10201; scrap iron and scrap 
— (52 I. C. C., 22-23). Feb. 8, p. 


Kalamazoo Tank & Silo Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 10324; silo staves and 
rafters (53 I. C. C., 306-307). June 
14, p. 1242. 

Kansas City Live Stock Exchange vs. 
Cc. B. & Q. et al.; case 9928; see S. St. 
Joseph Live Stock Exchange vs. 
same; May 24, p. 1079. 

Kansas Car-lot Ege Shippers’ Assn. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; case 8469; also cases 
8633, a and 8957; dairy products 
(53 I. C. C., 59- 65). May 17, pp. 
1029, 1031. 

Kansas Commission vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 9658; parts of 4th sect. aps. 631, 
697, 701 (52 I. C. C., 198-208). (1) The 
rates on fresh apples, carloads, from 
both the northeastern and valley dis- 
tricts of Kansas, to Oklahoma and 
Texas, are not shown to be either in- 
trinsically unreasonable or unduly 
preferential of either Arkansas or 
Colorado to the prejudice and disad- 
vantage of Kansas. (2) There are, 
however, marked inequalities between 
the Kansas-Texas adjustment and the 
rates contemporaneously maintained 
for distances over 600 miles from New 
Mexico to Texas, which the defendant 
carriers should promptly remove. (3) 
Since the fourth section applications 
involve the rates on all traffic, includ- 
ing the general class scales, and not 
only apple rates, action on them will 
be deferred until a full hearing has 
been had of the whole question in its 
broader aspect. March 15, p. 575. 

Kansas City Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 9643; hay (52 I. C. 
C., 408-412). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

Kaufman, David, & Sons Co. vs. N. Y. 
C.; case 10041; scrap iron (51 I. C. C., 
551-552). Jan. 4, p. 14). 

Kaufman, David, ‘& Sons Co. vs. C. R. 
R. of N. J. et al.; case 9979; scrap 
3 (Gl I. C. C., 621-622). Jan. 11, 


p 

Kaw River Sand & Material Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 10178; switch- 
I (63 I. C. C., 28-32). May Ti, PB: 


Kerr, A. H., & Co. et al. vs. Sand 
Springs Ry. et al.; case 8180; glass 
fruit jars and jelly glasses (52 = © 
C., 287-292). March 29, p. 688. 

Kettle River Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 8834; crossties (52 I. C. C., 73- 
83). Feb. 15, p. 343. 

Keystone Warehouse Co. vs. P. R. R. 
Co. et al.; case 10134; demurrage (53 
I. C. C., 335-337). June 21, p. 1304. 

King, Henry, & Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9985; citrus fruits (52 I. C. 
C., 481-483). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

Lamb- Fish Lumber Co. vs. Transconti- 
nental Freight Bureau et al.; case 
1138; also 1227, same vs. III. Cent. et 
als lumber G3 I. C. C, 221-222). 
June 7, p. 1169. 

Lanier Bros. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
10264; cottonseed feed meal (52 I. C. 
C., 580-582). May 10, p. 988. 

Laona Northern vs. M. St. P. & S. Ste. 
Marie; case 9186 (52 I. C. C., 7-10). 
Divisions or allowances to the Laona 
& Northern Railroad out of joint 
rates on lumber and forest products 
should not exceed 2 cents per 100 
pounds from certain points on the 
Laona & Northern to pts on the de- 








fendant’s line or to certain points on 
the lines of its connections. As the 
Director General of Railroads, a nec- 
essary party, is not named as a de- 
reg 3 complaint dismissed. Feb. 

Latin Co. et al. vs. ey et al.; case 
9739; lamps (52 I. C. C., 413-418). Apr. 
12, p. 783. 

Larrowe Milling Co. vs. C. W. & L. E. 
et al.; case 9959; also sub. Nos. 1 and 
2, same vs. same; dried beet pulp (52 
I. C. C., 145-147). March 1, p. 471. 

Lehigh Valley Coal Sales Co. vs. L. V.; 
Bs, - coal (52 I. C. C., 62). Feb. 

Linde Lumber Co. vs. A. & N. et al.; 
case 10021; also sub. No. 1, Heath 
Lumber Co. vs. same; lumber (53 I. 
Cc. C., 179-182). June 7, p. 1175. 

Lodwick Lumber Co. vs. B. S. L. & W. 
et al.; case 10272; lumber (53 I. C. C., 
218-221). June 7, p. 1175. 

Louisville passenger fares; case 10129; 
also 15th sect. aps. 4775 and 4776 (52 
I. C. C., 366-369). Apr. 5, p. 735. 

Lumber and products; in re rates on 
and classification of; case 8131 (52 I. 
C. C., 598-670). May 3, p. 913, and 
May 10, p. 978. 

Lumber transit privileges at Buffalo; I. 
& S. 490; see Buffalo Lumber Ex- 
change and Chamber of Commerce vs. 
A. C. et al.; p. 287. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al. vs. C. & 
O. et al.; case 9745; also 9790, same 
vs. A. & V. et al.; street railway 
transfers (51 I. C. C., 731-733). Feb. 
1, p. 224. 

Menominee White Cedar Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 10203; cedar posts (53 
Be. Res 229- 231). June 7, BD. TAve. 

Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. et 
al vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10187 (53 
I. C. C., 344-357). (1) Rates on print- 
ing, book, and wrapping paper, in 
carloads, from complainants’ mills at 
Kalamazoo, Mich., and neighboring 
points to destinations in eastern 
trunk line territory are based sub- 
stantially upon distance and are 
equal to sixth+class rates. Rates on 
similar traffic from the mills of com- 
plainants’ competitors in eastern 
trunk line and New England terri- 
tories to the same destinations are 
in many cases fixed with primary re- 
gard to competition, and are in some 
eases relatively lower, in others 
higher, than the rates charged com- 
plainants. (2) The record is too gen- 
eral to permit findings as to many of 
the individual rates involved, but dis- 
closes certain rates which appear un- 
duly prejudicial to the complainants, 
as well as other rates which, meas- 
ured by the same standards, unduly 
prefer them. (3) Improper relation- 
ships should be corrected as promptly 
as consistent with the determination 
of the most practical method. (4) 
Present class rates in the east do not 
afford a proper basis for rates on 
paper. (5) The Commission having 
approved the sixth-class basis for 
printing, book and wrapping paper in 
the territory here involved, and hav- 
ing prescribed a uniform basis of 
class rates for application in New 
England, the rates on printing, book 
and wrapping paper in New England 
should conform to the _ sixth-class 
rates prescribed by the Commission. 
(6) The rates on printing, book and 
wrapping paper from Covington and 
other producing points in Virginia to 
points in eastern trunk line territory 
are unduly preferential of Covington 
and other Virginia producing points 
and unduly prejudicial to complain- 
ants. (7) Defendants given 45 days 
from service of report to correct the 
discrimination herein found to exist. 
June 21, p. 1304. 

Middlesboro, Ky., Coal Operators’ As- 
sociation vs. L. & N. et al. case 9734; 
re-establishment of route (53 I. C. 
C.. 269-274). June 14, p. 1242. 

Mitchell, C. and J., Brewing Co. vs. 54 
B. & Q. et al.; case 9551; .beer (51 I 
C. C., 729-730). Feb. 8, p. 287. 

Mobridge Grocery Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 9910 (52 I. C. C., 307-316). 
(1) Carload commodity rates for the 
transportation of wholesale groceries 
from Chicago and Rock Island, IIl., 
Duluth and St. Paul, Minn., and 
points taking same rates to Mo- 
bridge, S. D., found to be unduly 
prejudicial to the extent specified in 
the report. (2) lLess-than-carload 
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class rates from Mobridge, S. D., to 
stations in North Dakota and Mon- 
tana on the line of the defendant, not 
found to be unduly prejudicial. (3) 
Reparation denied. March 29, p. 688. 

Nashville Bridge Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 10139; also 10169, same 
vs. same. and sub. No. 1, same vs. 
same; bridge material (53 I. C. C., 
371-374). June 21, p. 1303. 

Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Aransas Harbor Terminal et al.; 
case 9237; also 8860, same vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al., and parts of the 4th sect. 
applications (52 I. C. C., 558-575). (1) 
Class rates between Natchez, Miss., 
and Texas points found unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial to the extent 
that they exceed for like distances 
class rates contemporaneously main- 
tained between Shreveport, La., and 
Texas points. (2) Class rates between 
Natchez and Houston-Galveston group 
found unduly prejudicial in so far as 
they exceed for like distances the 
class rate contemporaneously main- 
tained between Shreveport and Texas 
points in common-point territory. (3) 
Carload rates on cattle, horses and 
mukes from Texas points to Natchez 
found unduly prejudicial to the ex- 
tent that they exceed, for distances 
of 750 miles or less, the rates for like 
distances contemporaneously main- 
tained from Texas points to Shreve- 
port, La., and, for distances greater 
than 750 miles, the rates from the 
same points to Shreveport by more 
than 6 cents per 100 pounds. (4) Car- 
load rates on salt from Grand Saline, 
Tex., to Natchez, Miss., found un- 
duly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceed rates contemporaneously 
maintained from Grand Saline to 
Vicksburg, Miss., and New Orleans, 
La. (5) Carload rate of 23 cents on 
cement plaster from Acme and Plas- 
terco, Tex., to Natchez, found to have 
been and to be unduly prejudicial to 
the extent that it exceeded and ex- 
ceeds rates from the same points to 
New Orleans and Vicksburg, and un- 
reasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded 18 cents per 100 pounds prior 
to June 25, 1918, and subsequent to 
that date to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded and exceeds 20 cents per 100 
pounds. (6) Portions of fourth sec- 
tion applications of defendants which 
seek authorization to maintain class 
and commodity rates between Nat- 
chez and Texas points higher than 
the aggregate of intermediates, to 
maintain rates between Natchez and 
Texas points other than the Houston- 
Galveston group which are lower than 
the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained on like traffic from, to, or be- 
tween intermediate points, and to 
maintain rates on cement plaster 
from Acme and Plasterco, Tex., to 
Jackson, Miss., and New Orleans, La., 
which are lower than the rates con- 
temporaneously maintained on like 
traffic to Natchez, denied. (7) Por- 
tions of Fourth Section Application 
No. 677 which seek authorization to 
maintain lower rates on salt from 
Grand Saline to Natchez than to in- 
termediate points on the Texas & Pa- 
cific Railway, Willow Glen to Ferri- 
day, La., inclusive, granted as_ to 
points on the Texas & Pacific be- 
tween Addis and Ferriday, La. (8) 
Carriers representing indirect lines 
between Natchez and points in Texas 
authorized to meet rates made by di- 
rect lines and to continue higher 
rates to intermediate points, provided 
such intermediate rates do not ex- 
coed the scales prescribed. May 3, p. 


Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. L. 
& A. et al.; case 8845; also other cases 
(52 I. C. C., 105-144). (1) Natchez 
found to be subjected to undue prej- 
udice with respect to intrastate rates 
between western Louisiana points and 
interstate rates between western 
Louisiana points and southern Arkan- 
sas points. (2) Failure of carriers to 
accord Natchez joint rates and spe- 
cific through rates to and from west- 
ern Louisiana and southern Arkansas 
points in such manner and to the 
sa extent as (1) between western 
Louisiana points and (2) between 
western Louisiana and southern Ar- 
ka s points found to subject Nat- 
che% to undue prejudice. (3) Appli- 
cation of higher minimum charges on 


traffic from Natchez than are applied 
between points in Louisiana on and 
west of the Mississippi River found to 
be unduly prejudicial. (4) Defend- 
ants required to establish a distance 
scale of class rates for the transpor- 
tation of property between Mississippi 
River crossings, Memphis to New Or- 
leans, inclusive, and western Louis- 
iana and southern Arkansas points as 
defined in the report, which shall not 
exceed the rates contemporaneously 
applied on like traffic for like dis- 
tances (1) between western Louisiana 
points and (2) between western 
Louisiana points and southern Arkan- 
sas points. (5) Commercial condi- 
tions and carrier competition not be- 
ing accepted in justification, water 
competition having practically disap- 
peared and the distances from lower 
Mississippi River crossings to the bor- 
der of the Shreveport triangle being 
relatively short as compared with dis- 
tances within the Shreveport triangle, 
further maintenance of blanket rates 
between lower Mississippi River cross- 
ings and points in Louisiana west of 
the Mississippi River on the one hand 
and the triangle on the other hand 
disapproved. (6) Louisiana & Arkan- 
sas Ry. and Louisiana & Northwest 
R. R. permitted to charge higher in- 
terstate rates than standard lines. (7) 
Determination of fourth section appli- 
cations reserved pending further 
hearing in connection with City of 
Memphis Case, 43 I. C. C., 121, and 
Docket No. 7304, pending. (8) Car- 
riers to submit commodity rates with- 
in 90 days from date of service of or- 
der. Feb. 22, p. 407. 

Nashville Roller Mills vs. C. R. IL & P. 
et al.; case 10044; flour (52 I. C. C., 
491-492). Apr. 26, p. 881. 

Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N.; 
case 19070; coal (53 I. C. C., 37-38). 
May 17, p. 1033. 

National Malleable Castings Co. vs. P. 
& L. E. et al.; case 9589 (51 I. C. C., 
537-544). Defendant’s refusal to com- 
pensate complainant for the expense 
of interchange switching of cars mov- 
ing interstate to and from its plant at 
Sharon, Pa., found to have resulted in 
the exaction of charges for transpor- 
tation which were unjust and unrea- 
sonable and to have subjected com- 
plainant to undue prejudice. Repara- 
tion awarded. Jan. 4, p. 11. 

National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10012 
(52 I. C. C., 47-61). (1) <A tariff rule 
applied to shipments of eggs on the 
lines of defendants reading that 
“claims for broken eggs will not be 
considered or paid by [carriers] when 
the number of broken eggs in any 
case or crate is not in excess of 5 per 
cent of the contents of such case or 
crate’’ held to be unreasonable and 
unlawful except when applied to ship- 
ments of current receipts or current 
receipts rehandled. (2) A tariff rule 
reading ‘‘where the quantity of 
broken eggs in any case or crate ex- 
ceeds 5 per cent of the contents 
thereof, claims will be considered or 
adjusted by [carriers] only on such 
number of broken eggs in each case or 
crate which is in excess of 5 per cent 
of the total number of eggs in each 
such case or crate’’ held to be unrea- 
sonable and unlawful except when ap- 
plied to shipments of current receipts 
or current receipts rehandled. (3) A 
tariff rule that has the effect of dis- 
claiming all responsibility for damage 
to shipments of eggs in those in- 
stances in which the case or crate 
shows no external evidence of dam- 
age held to be unreasonable and un- 
lawful in that it disclaims responsi- 
bility for damage which may have 
been due to negligence on the part of 
the carrier. (4) A tariff rule that 
denies to consignee the right of in- 
spection of cases of eggs that show 
no external evidence of damage, 
while other cases in the same ship- 
ment show external evidence of dam- 
age, and exacts from such consignees 
“good order’ or “apparent good or- 
der” receipts held to be unreasonable 

.and unlawful in that it forces from 
the shipper an apparent admission 
with regard to the shipment which 
may not be in accord with the facts 
of its condition and may subsequently 
be used to prevent collection of law- 
ful claims. (5) Reasonable rules pre- 


scribed. Feb. 8, p. 292. 

National Steel Rail Co. vs. St. L.- S. F. 
et al.; case 10291; railroad scrap 
iron (53 I. C. C., 340-341). June 21, 


p. 1303. 
National Supply Co. vs. P. “2: 
). 


U. 
ease 10138; coal (52 I. C. C., 
Apr. 5, p. 735. 

National Steel Rail Co. vs. St.-S. F. et 
al.; case 10095; old rails and fasten- 
ings (52 I. C. C., 325-326). March 29, 

687 


Mational Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn. et al. cs. S. & S. et al.; case 
10073; also 10074, same vs. same; lum- 
ber (51 I. C. C., 531-532). Jan. 4, 


pn. 9: 

Naylor & Co. vs. D. L. & W.; case 
10219; pig iron (52 I. C. C., 397-399). 
Apr. 19, p. 831. 

Nephi Plaster & Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8260; plaster (52 I. C. 
C., 433-438). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

New Orleans, Natalbany & Natchez 
Ry. Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; case 10214; di- 
visions on logs (52 I. C. C., 429-432). 
Apr. 12, p. 783. 

New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al. 
vs. K. C. S. et al.; case 10009; lumber, 
ye I. C. C., 488-490). Apr. 19, 
Dp. 2 

New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 9914; sugar (52 I. 
Cc. C., 18-20). Feb. 1, p. 222. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 10147; potatoes (53 
I. C. C., 100-103). May 24, p. 1083. 

Northwestern Trading Co., Ine., vs. 
Adams Express; horses; case 9952 (52 
I. C. C., 552-555). May 3, p. 923. 

Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. 
L. & N. et al.; case 9667 (52 I. C. C., 
187-197). Upon complaint attacking 
as unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial the rates on bituminous coal in 
carloads from mines in western Ken- 
tucky on the Louisville & Nashville 
R. R. and Illinois Central R. R. to 
points in Ohio, Indiana and Michigan 
and seeking the establishment of 
joint rates to the territory north of 
the Ohio River, Held; That the rates 
from mines in western Kentucky on 
the Louisville & Nashville R. R. to 
Cincinnati, O., are and for the future 
will be unduly prejudicial to the ex- 
tent they exceed or may exceed the 
rates from mines on the Louisville & 
Nashville R. R. in the Jellico-Middles- 
boro group in eastern Kentucky and 
Tennessee by more than 15 cents per 
net ton; and that otherwise the price 
complained of is not shown to vio- 
a the act. March 8, p. 525 (also p. 

x 

Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. 
Ill, Cent.; case 9517; coal (53 I. C. C., 
148-165). May 24, p. 1085. 

Omaha Commercial Club vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 9907 (52 I. C. C., 255-265). 
On complaint that summer excursion 
fares, effective during the season of 
1917 between Omaha, Neb., and points 
in the United States east of the Mis- 
sissippi River and north of the Ohio 
and Potomac rivers, and in the Do- 
minion of Canada, north of that terri- 
tory, were unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory and unduly prejudicial to 
the preference of Kansas City and St. 
Joseph, Mo. Held: That the evidence 
shows that the fare adjustment com- 
plained of was unduly prejudicial of 
Omaha to the preference of Kansas 
City and St. Joseph as alleged. Mar. 
25, p. 586. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 8998 (53 I. C. C., 249- 
268). Rates on coarse grain, in car- 
loads, from Omaha, Neb., and Council 
Bluffs, Ia., to points in Texas, Louis- 
iana, Arkansas and Oklahoma not 
found to have been or to be unrea- 
sonable or unduly prejudicial. Com- 
plaint dismissed. June 7, p. 1176. 

Owasco River Ry.; second industrial 
railway case; case 4181; in re allow- 
ances to short lines of railroad serv- 
ing industries; I. & S. 414; cancella- 
tion of rates in connection with small 
lines by carriers in official classifica- 
tion territory (53 I. C. C., 104-113). 
May 17, p. 1032. 

Pacific Lumber Co. et al. vs. N. W. 
Pac. et al.; case 9395 (51 I. C. C., 738- 
772). Rates on lumber and other for- 
est products in carloads from certain 
points on the Northwestern Pacific 
Railroad north of Willits, Cal., to 
points in eastern defined territories, 
Colorado common points and east, 
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found unjust, unreasonable, and un- 
duly prejudicial to the extent that 
they exceed the rates on the same 


. commodities from what are known as 


California coast group points to the 
same destinations. Jan. 25, p. 151. 
age & Hill Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
et al.; case 10216; cedar posts (52 I. C. 
C., 495-496). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

L. et al.; case 
10054; storage on steel rails (52 I. C. 
C., 400-402). Apr. 12, p. 783 


Pine Plume Lumber Co. vs. Alcoln R. 


R. et al.; case 10154; lumber (52 I. C. 
C., 541-542). Apr. 26, p. 882 


Pittwood, Edward, vs. N. P.; ‘case 9754 


(51 I. C. C., 535-536). A warehouse 
owner is not entitled to recover dam- 
ages for depreciation in the rental 
value of his property as a result of 
leases by a railroad company of sim- 
ilar properties at nominal rentals to 
shippers. Jan. 4, p. 11. 


Pneumatic Scales Corporation, Ltd., vs. 


A. & R. et al.; case 10048 (51 I. C. C., 
686-696), (1) While the general use 
by shippers of a steel container would 
reduce the loss-and-damage claims of 
the carriers due to certain causes, 
this fact is not sufficient to justify a 
rule requiring the carriers to com- 
pute freight charges on commodities 
shipped in such containers at the net 
weight of the contents. (2) Rates 
and rules applicable on shipments in 
steel containers, as compared with 
the rates and rules applicable on 
shipments of the same commodities 
packed in or protected by other ap- 
pliances, not shown to be unjust, un- 
reasonable, unjustly discriminatory or 
unduly prejudicial. (3) Rates on 
steel containers returned collapsed 
not shown to be unjust, unreasonable, 
or unjustly discriminatory. Feb. 1, 


p. 215. 
Portland Traffic & Transportation Assn. 


vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 9843; 
am se I. C. C., 169-173). March 8, 


Pp. 3 
Portland Traffic and ‘Transportation 


Assn. et al. vs. Can. Pac. et al.; case 
9807; logging engines (52 I. C. C., 167- 
168). March 1, p. 471 


Procter and Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. P. R. 


R. et al.; case 9894; crushed stone (52 
I. C. C., 406-407). Apr. 19, p. 831. 


Procter & Gamble Co. vs. L. & N. 


et al.; case 10267; peanut oil (53 I. 
Cc. C., 365-366). June 21, p. 


Rapson Coal Mining Co. vs. C. 


al.; case 9005; coal (52 I. C. 
166). March 8, p. 519. 


Red River Lumber Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 


case 9533; also case 9590, California 
Pine Box and Lumber Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. et al, and part of 4th sec. 
ap. 349; box shooks (53 I. C. C., 321- 
326).. June 21, p. 1303. 2 


Redmond, J. J., vs. Adams Express et 


. al.; case 10150; whiskey (53 I. C. C., 


39-42). May 17, p. 1031. 


Refinite Co. vs. C. & N. W.; case 10200; 


— (52 I. C. C., 548-549). Apr. 26, p. 


Reconsinment case No. 2; I. & S. 1161; 
p. 3 

Reliance Manufacturing Co. vs. II. 
Cent. et al.; case 9587; parts of 4th 
sect. aps. 2045, 3965, 1548, 3912, 1561, 
4966; cotton piece goods (51 I. C. C., 


607-612). Jan. 25, p. 166. 


Rock City Spoke Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 


case 8171; lumber (53 I. C. C., 11-14). 
May 10, p. 991. 


Rock Hill Buggy Co., Inc., vs. Southern 


et al.; case 6815; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 1548, 1782 (52 I. C. C., 583-592). 
(1) Rates on vehicle parts from cer- 
tain points in trunk line and New 
England territories to Rock Hill, S. 
C., not shown to have been unduly 
prejudicial, but found to have been 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceeded the aggregates of the inter- 
mediate rates contemporaneously in 
effect on like traffic from and to the 
same points. (2) Rates on vehicle 
parts from certain points in central 
freight association territory and from 
certain Ohio River crossings to Rock 
Hill not found to have been unreason- 
able, but found to have been unduly 
prejudicial. (3) Special iron rates 
from Cincinnati and Cleveland, Ohio, 
to Rock Hill not ‘shown to have been 
unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 
(4) Rates on bar iron, carloads, from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and on carriage 
dashes, any quantity, from Buffalo, 
N Y., to Rock Hill not found to have 


been unreasonable or unduly preju- 
dicial. (5) Rates on vehicle wheels, 
carloads, from Oxford, N. C., to Rock 
Hill found to have been unreasonable. 
(6) Reparation denied for want of 
proof that complainant was damaged. 
Present rates were initiated by the 
Director-General of Railroads, who is 
not a party defendant. Complaint 
dismissed. (7) Fourth section relief 
denied. May 10, p. 988. 

Royal Milling Co. vs. G. N.; case 7893; 
also case 7894, same vs. same (52 I. 
Cc. C., 151-158). Conclusion that com- 
plainant is subjected to unjust dis- 
crimination by the maintenance of a 
charge of 2 cents per 100 pounds for 
milling wheat in transit at Great 
Falls, Mont., as compared with east- 
ern and western terminal mills af- 
firmed on rehearing. Complaint dis- 
missed without prejudice. March 1, 


p. 471. 

Rucker-Fuller Desk Co. vs. S. P.. et al.; 
case 9847; steel safes (51 I. C. C., 561- 
562). Feb. 1, p. 222. 

Ryan and Newton Co. et al. vs. Fla. 
East Coast et al.; case 9998; grape- 
fruit (53 I. C. C., 232-233). May 31, 
p. 1127. 

San Antonio Freight Bureau vs. I. & G. 
N. et al.; case 9900; iron and steel ar- 
—_—. (52 I. C. C., 521-523). Apr. 26, 
p. Ss 

San Antonio Freight Bureau vs. A. & 

. P. et al.; case 10046; cotton pack- 
ers or trampers (53 I. C. C., 326-332). 
June 21, p. 1304. 

Savage, Joseph, vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 9593; also Black Hills Brewing 
Co. vs. same; case 9707; coal (51 I. C. 
C., 482-484). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

Savage Tire Co. vs. A. T. Ss. F. et 
al.; case 10000 (52 I. C. C., 499-502). 
Rates on flat wire braid, in carloads 
and less than carloads, from Niles, 
Mich., to San Diego, Cal.,.and on less 
than carloads of the same commodity 
from Weehawken, N. J., to San Diego 
found to have been and to be unrea- 
sonable to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded or may exceed the contempo- 
raneously applicable fourth-class rate, 
carloads, and the first-class rate, less 
than carloads, fram Niles to San Di- 
ego, and the first-class rate, less than 
carloads, from Weehawken to San 
Diego. Measure of reasonable maxi- 
mum rates prescribed and reparation 
awarded. Apr. 26, p. 879. 

Schreiber Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 10144; 
surety bond (53 I. C. C., 227-228). 
May 31, p. 1130. 

Schaefer, Chas., & Sons vs. Lehigh Val- 
ley; ¢ase 9965; hay (51 I. C. C., 596- 
597). Jan. 25, p. 167. 

Seaboard By-Product Coke Co. vs. Erie 
et al.; case 10237; coke (53 I. C 
171-173). May 24, p. 1086. 

Shane Bros. & Wilson Co. vs. P. R. R. 
Co.; case 5638; flour (52 I. C. C., 403- 
406). Apr. 19, p. 832. 

Sharon Steel Hoop Co. vs. P. Co. et al.; 
case 9062 (51 I. C. C., 545-548). In- 
creased charges resulting from de- 
fendants’ refusal to compensate com- 
plainant for the expense of spotting 
cars moving interstate to and from its 
plant at Farrell, Pa., while contempo- 
raneously performing a like service, 
without charge, for complainant’s 
competitors similarly situated, found 
to have been unjust and unreasonable 
and complainant found to have been 
subjected to undue prejudice and dis- 
cae. Reparation awarded. Jan. 

» Dp. dv. 

Sheldon Axle and Spring Co. vs. L. V. 
et al.; case 10186; switching (53 I. C. 
C., 48-45). May 10, p. 991. 

Sherer-Gillett Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 9939; counters, wall case 
vases and shelving vases (52 I. C. C., 
3-6). Feb. 1, p. 223. 

Sioux City Live Stock Exchange vs. C. 
& N. W. et al.; case 10167; caretakers 
(53 I. C. C., 166-168). May 24, p. 1084. 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. et al. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 4800 (52 I. C. 
C., 576-579). (1) Upon further con- 
sideration of the record, Held: That 
rates on pig iron, in carloads, from 
southern blast furnaces to Ohio River 
crossings and to certain points in 
Central Freight Association territory 
were, between April 17, 1910, and Oc- 
tober 1, 1914, unreasonable to the ex- 
tent of 35c per long ton; that the rail- 
and-water rates to interior New Eng- 
land points between April 17, 1910, 
and June 25, 1918, were unreasonable 


to the extent that they exceeded rates 
based on $4.50 per long ton from the 
Birmingham, Ala., district to Boston, 
Mass., or Providence, R. I., plus a 
handling charge of 40c per long ton, 
plus 75 per cent of the local rates be- 
yond contemporaneously in effect; and 
that during the last-named period 
rail-and-water rates from other origi- 
nating points concerned to interior 
New England points were unreason- 
able to the extent that they exceeded 
rates based on the established differ- 
ential relationship to the rates from 
the Birmingham, Ala., district. (2) 
Reparation awarded. May 17, p. 1033. 


Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. et al. 


vs. L. & N. et al., case 4800 (51 I, C. 
C., 635-653). (1) Upon petition for re- 
consideration of the finding in our 
former report, 30 I. C. C., 597, that 
reparation should be denied, Held, 
That complainants and ‘interveners 
are entitled to a finding as to the 
reasonableness of the rates during the 
two years immediately preceding the 
filing of the complaint. (2) Parties 
allowed thirty days within which to 
petition for opportunity to present ad- 
ditional evidence. Failing the: filing 
of such petition, the reasonableness 
of the rates and the questions of 
reparation will be determined upon 
ng record as it stands. Feb. 1, p. 


Smith, J. Allen, & Co. vs. Southern et 


al.; case 8872; milling in transit (53 L. 
C. C., 127-128). May 24, p. 1085. 


Smith-Connor Hay and Grain Co. vs. A. 


Cc. L. et al.; parts of 4th sect. aps. 
703, 1561, 2060; hay (52 I. C. C., 331- 
333). March 29, p. 687. 


S. San Francisco Chamber of Com- 


merce vs. S. P. et al.; case 9906 (53 
I. C. C., 285-294). (1) Rates apply- 
ing from and to South San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., on certain interstate 
traffic, in carloads, not shown to be 
unreasonable. (2) The proportional 
rate of 2.5 cents per 100 pounds, in 
addition to the line-haul rates from 
and to San Francisco, Calif., ap- 
plied by the Southern Pacific on cer- 
tain interstate traffic, in carloads, 
from and to South San Francisco on 
which the Southern Pacific has a 
line haul, is unduly prejudicial to 
South San Francisco and unduly 
preferential of San Francisco and 
Oakland, Calif, The through charges 
on interstate traffic from and to 
South San Francisco should not ex- 
ceed the through charges from and 
to San Francisco or Oakland. (3) 
The proportional rate of 2.5 cents 
per 100 pounds on interstate traffic, 
in carloads, between South San 
Francisco and the respective points 
of interchange in San Francisco be- 
tween the Southern Pacific and the 
Santa Fe and Western Pacific, inci- 
dent to a line haul by either of the 
latter carriers, is unduly prejudicial 
to South San Francisco and unduly 
preferential of San Francisco and 
Oakland to the extent that it ex- 
ceeds the charge contemporaneously 
maintained for like services at the 
two last-named points. (4) Therate 
on interstate traffic. in carloads, be- 
tween South San Francisco and the 
Southern Pacific’s connection with the 
State Belt Railway in San Fran- 
cisco found to be unduly prejudicial 
to the extent that it exceeds the 
charges contemporaneously main- 
tained on like traffic between Elm- 
hurst. Calif., and Oakland long 
wharf, in the city of Oakland. (5) 
Undue prejudice ordered removed. 
June 14, p. 1243. 


S. St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange vs. 
Cc. B. & 


; ee Q. et al.; case 9578; Kansas 
City Live Stock Exchange vs. same; 
ease 9928 (53 I. C. C., 114-126). (1) 
The interstate rule governing free re- 
turn transportation to caretakers ac- 
companying shipments of live stock 
from points in Nebraska on the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. to 
the markets at St. Joseph and Kansas 
City, Mo., not shown to be unreason- 
able. (2) Giving free return transporta- 
tion to caretakers accompanying one- 
car shipments of live stock from points 
on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
R. R. in Nebraska to the market at 
Omaha, Neb., and refusing to give 
such transportation to caretakers of 
like shipments to St. Joseph and 
Kansas City found to be unduly pref- 








erential of the market at Omaha and 
unduly prejudicial to the markets at 
St. Joseph and Kansas City. (3) The 
rates for the transportation of live 
stock from = ment stations on the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. 
to St. Joseph and Kansas City, Mo., 
not shown to be unreasonable. (4) 
The rates for the transportation of 
live stock to St. Joseph and Kansas 
City from Nebraska stations on the 
line of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy R. R. west of Kearney, Neb., 
and south of the Platte River not 
found to be unjustly prejudicial as 
compared with the rates contempora- 
neously maintained by that carrier 
from the same points to Omaha. (5) 
The rates for the transportation of 
live stock to St. Joseph and Kansas 
City from Nebraska stations west of 
Aurora on the line of the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy R. R., extending 
through Aurora, Broken Bow and AlI- 
liance, Neb., and points on its Eric- 
son, Burwell and Sargent branches 
found to be unjustly prejudicial as 
compared with the rates contempo- 
raneously maintained by that carrier 
from the same points to Omaha. (6) 
The service given to shipments of live 
stock from points on the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy R. R. in Nebras- 
ka north and west of Lincoln, Neb., 
to Kansas City, and from points north 
and west of Grand Island, Neb., and 
points north of Central City, Neb., to 
St. Joseph, not shown to be inade- 
quate or to result in undue discrimi- 
nation against St. Joseph or Kansas 
City. (7) The request of St. Joseph 
to have through rates on live stock 
from Nebraska points to Chicago 
made applicable via St. Joseph and 
the request of Kansas City to have 
through rates to both St. Louis and 
Chicago applicable via Kansas City 
not justified. May 24, p. 1079. 

Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 10247; lumber 
(53 I. C. C., 191-196). June 7, p. 1175. 

Southern Rice Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
T. & N. O. et al.; case 7591; rice (53 
I. C. C., 197-207). May 24, p. 1073. 

Southwestern Paper Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 10126; news print paper 
(52 I. C. C., 39-41). Feb. 15, p. 349. 

Spokane, City of, vs. G. N.; case 1150; 
also 1151, same vs. N. P.; and 1152, 
same vs. Oregon R. R. & Nav. Co.: 
steel plates and rivets (51 I. C. C., 
667). Jan. 25, p. 167. 

Standard Line Zone Investigation; case 
age supplemental report (53 I. C. 

C., 208-217). May 17, p. 1064. 

Strasburg Steam Flouring Mills’ vs. 
Southern et al.; wheat; case 9345 (53 
I. C. C., 52-58). May 17, p. 1031. 

Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. A. T. 

F. et al.; case 9838; liquid petrolatum 
(52 I. C. C., 525- 526). Apr. 26, p. 879. 
Steinhardt and Kelly vs. Erie; case 
10103; apples S I. C. C., 304-306). 

March 29, p. 

Stielow Bros. cee a: al. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9916 (52 I. C. C., 339-343). 
March 29, p. 687. 

Stough, R. O., vs. K. C. S. et al.; 9909; 
parts of 4th sect. aps. 1951 and 799; 
sweet potatoes (51 I. C. C., 683-685). 
Feb. 1, p. 223. 

Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. A. T. & S. 
R. et al.; case 9838; liquid petroleum 
(51 I. C. C., 598-600). Jan. 25, p. 166. 

Standard time zone investigation; case 
10122 (51 I. C. C., 555-556). Order de- 
fining limits of standard time zones, 
= | A 3 C., 273, modified in part. Jan. 

» Dp. . 

Stein & Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; case 
9866; scrap copper (51 I. C. C., 533- 
534). Jan. 4, p. 9. 

Sun Co. vs. F. § O. C. et al.; case 10039; 
crude oil (52 I. C. C., 12-14). Feb. 1, 


p. 222. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al,; case 9957; parts of 4th sect. ap. 
1862; building brick (51 I. C. C., 630- 


632). Jan. 25, p. 166. 

Taliferro & Co. et al. vs. S. L. et al.; 
case 10179; lumber (53 I. *, C., 186- 
188). June 7, p. 1175. 


Texas Cement and Plaster Co. vs. A. T. 
F. et al.; ss 8216; sub. No. 1, 
same vs. K. C. & O. et al.; cement 
plaster (52 I. ce C., 293-303). March 
29, p. 687. 
Texas Export and Import Co. vs. A. & 
S. et al.; case 9212; cottonseed cake 
and meal eer t. ©. c., 583-584). Jan. 
25, p. 167. 
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Three Lakes Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
Wash. West. et al.; case 8167; also 
joint rates with Washington Western; 
I. & S. 193; lumber and forest prod- 
ng (52 I. C. C., 42-46). Feb. 15, p. 

Tioga Tanning Co. vs. Preston R. R. 
Co.; case 9974; switching (52 I. C. C., 
252- 254). March 8, p. 519. 

Toberman, Mackey & Co. vs. cS. & BB. 1. 
et al.; case 9956; baled hay (51 I ‘¢. 
C., 469-470). Jan. 4, p. 14. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. T. & W. et al.; 
case 10289; lumber (53 I. C. oO. * 33. 
334). June 21, p. 1303. 

Tuckerton R. R. Co. vs. P. R. R. Co.; 
case 10050; coal (52 I. C. C., 319-322). 
March 29, p. 687. 

Tweed Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 10182; lumber (52 E. C. C., 493- 
494). Apr. 26, p. 881. 

Union Traction Co. ~~ ps & S. 
al.; case 9850 (52 I. C. 1G; 281- bang 
(1) Joint rates not in excess of those 
contemporaneously maintained by de- 
fendant carriers from Oklahoma 
group points prescribed on gasoline 
from points on complainant’s line 
south of Coffeyville, Kan., to St. 
Louis, Mo., and points taking the 
same rates over complainant’s line to 
Coffeyville, and the Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Ry. and the Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas Ry. beyond. (2) The 
record does not justify the establish- 
ment of through routes and joint 
rates on classes and commodities 
other than gasoline. Mar. 22, p. 631. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co. vs. A. 
& V. “ al.; case 10071; sulphuric acid 
(51 I. C., 617-618). Jan. 25, p. = 

Virginia a Timber Co. vs. N. Y. 

& W. et al.; case 8305; also sub. Re 
bers; mine props (52 I. C. C., 249-251). 
March 8, p. 519. 

W. Carolina Lumber and Timber Assn. 
et al. vs. Southern et al.; case 8275 
(52 I. C. C., 28-30). The amount of 
reparation due under our original 
findings and the parties entitled to 
reparation determined. Feb. 8, p. 291. 

Waco Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 9561; glass bot- 
tles and fruit jars (51 I. C. C., 668- 
670). Feb. 1, p. 222. 

Walsh and Weidner Boiler Co. vs. C. & 
O. et al.; case 9826; brick (51 I. C. 
C., 584-585). Jan. 25, p. 

Washington Commission et al. 
American Ry. Express Co.; case 10230 
(52 I. C. C., 266-268). Increased car- 
load commodity express rates on 
fresh fruits and vegetables from 
points in the states of Washington, 
Oregon and Idaho, and on fish from 
points in the states of Washington 
and Oregon to all other points on de- 
fendant’s lines found justified. Com- 
plaint dismissed. March 15, p. 589. 

Washington Commission vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 8571; passenger fares (53 I. 
Cc , 1-4). May 10, p. 991. 


Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 10123; lumber (53 I. C.C., 
317-319). June 14, p. 1243. 

Waukesha Lime and Stone Co. vs. C. 
M. . P.; case 10111; switching 
(52 I. C. C., 503-504). Apr. 26, p. 881. 

Weed Lumber Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
9415; sash doors and moulding (53 I. 
C. C., 17-20). May 17, p. 1033. 

Western Cement Rates; in re rates on 
cement between points in Western 
Trunk Line territory and between 
points in Western Trunk Line terri- 
tory and adjacent territories; case 
8182; also other cases (52 I. C. C., 
225-234). Findings of original report 
revised so as to provide that scale 
territories I and II, as defined in our 
original report herein, be consolidat- 
ed, and that the rates prescribed as 
maximum for interstate application 
for scale territory II, subject to the 
increase provided for by General Or- 
der No. 28 of the Director-General, be 
made applicable to the consolidated 
territory; that in fixing scale rates 
between specific points distance via 
the shortest routes embracing as a 
maximum the lines or parts of lines 
of no more than three carriers be 
used; that Oglesby, Deer Park, La 
Salle and Utica, Ill., be grouped and 
given the same rates; that in the 
construction of rates from Kansas 
gas belt mills. short-line distances 
from Chanute, Kan., be used except 
that where the short route is through 
Kansas City average distances from 


all mills within the group shall be 


De Funiak, E. A.; 


Demurrage code; pp. 


Draper, E. 
Drayton, 
Earle, H. 
Eastman, J. 


Ebert, E. E.; 
1112. 





used; that scale II rates, plus in- 
crease provided by General Order No. 
28, be substituted for scale I rates 
prescribed as maxima for interstate 
application in our original report from 
certain producing points in Michigan 
and Indiana to points in Illinois. 
March 8, p. 521; orders; April 19, p. 
833. 

Western Pine Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Midland Valley et al.; case 9470; box 
shooks (51 I. C. C., 581-582). Jan. 
25, p. 167. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 9749; scrap steel rails (52 I. Cc: 
C., 419-422). Apr. 19, p. 831. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 9733; part of 4th sect. ap. 1952; 
iron and steel rails (53 I. C. C., 21- 
27). May 10, p. 991. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. et 
al.; case 9185; old rails (53 I. C. C., 
225-226). June 7, p. 1175. 

Wheeler Lumber Bridge and Supply Co. 
vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 9829; 
ae (52 I. C. C., 370-372). Apr. 5, 


p. 4 

Whitewater Lumber Co. vs. A. C. et 
al.; case 10083; pine lumber (53 I. C. 
C., 278-284). June 14, p. 1242. 

Wichita Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 9259; news print pa- 
per (51 I. C. C., 505-508). Jan. 4, p. 
1 


4. 

Wichita Wholesale Furniture Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 9273; table tops 
(51'I. C. C., 586-588). Jan. 25, p. 166. 

Williar, H. R., vs. S. P. et al; case 
10235; book paper (53 I. C. C., 338- 
339). June 21, p. 1303. 

Winston-Salem Southbound Ry. Co.; 
ba Rep. 1, pp. 187-222. May 17, p. 
1034. 

Wis. Granite Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al; 
case 10152; granite paving blocks (52 
I. C. C., 330-331). March 29, p. 687. . 

Wood, Allan C., vs. N. Y. P. & N.; case 
10120; demurrage (53 I. C. C., 183- 
185). June 7, p. 11751. 

Young Grain Co. vs. T. St. L. & W. et 
al.; case 10037; corn (51 I. C. C., 523- 
524). Jan. ~ p. 14. 

Zelnicker, W. Supply Co. vs. St. L. 
I M. & S. et ¥ ; case 10024; steel re- 
lay raiis (61 1. C. C., 677-678). Feb. 
15, p. 349. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. Mal- 
lory S. S. Co. et al.; case 8818; old 
rails and angle bars (52 I. C. C., - 
365). Apr. 5, p. 735. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. La. 
West. et al.; case 10157; relay rails 
(52 I. C. C., 548-544). Apr. 26, p. 882. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. C. B. 
& Q.; case 9087; tank cars (53 I. C. 
C., 15-16). May 17, p. 1033. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. T. & 
Ft. S. et al.; case 9141; empty tank 
ears (53 I. C. C., 129-130). 
p. 1175. 

Zelnicker. W. A., Supply Co. vs. B. & 
oO. S. W. et al.; case 10322; old rails 


June 7, 


S. I. C. C., 367-368). June 21, p. 
Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. Sou. 


et al.; case 10305; old rails (53 I. C. 
C., 342-343). June 21, p. 1303. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. Sou. 
et al.; case 10168; empty flat cars 
(53 I. C. C., 308-311). June 14, p. 
1243. 


t Mi i * N. lines 
south of ‘Decatur, "ae p. 
547, eos: 810, 835, 
1062, 1094, a a 1249, 1253, 1385 
(Sup. 2, G. O. 7). 


Bn My ey yp pp. 99, 


134, 199, 669, 719, 


Doak, C. E.; Northern Iowa Traffic Asso- 


ciation of Mason City; p. 907. 

H.; use of Saxoline rags; pp. 
765, 1113. 

C. D.; attorney; p. 559. 
S.; freight rates; p. = 
B.; member of I. C. C.; pp. 


interest on overcharges; p- 


EDITORIAL. 

aeeepee in rates; prospect for; pp. 971, 
1171. 

Commission, Jurisdiction of, over rates 
under government operation; p. 148. 

Express service improvement; p. 211. 

Government operation of the railroads; 
pp. 3, 5, 92, 147, 339, 404, 627, 780. 

Government ownership; p 5 

Harlan, J. S.; failure p< reappoint as 
Commissioner; p. 3. 









pp- 
Sg 


71, 


ites 


ds; 


as 
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Hines, Director-General; views of, ex- 
pressed before Senate committee; p. 


83. 

Illinois classification; p. 779. 

Mail service, slow; p. 825. 

Merchant marine; p. 683. 

National Industrial Traffic League as a 
leader; p. ie 

National Industrial Traffic League; at- 
titude toward railroad revenue prob- 
lem; p. 1299. 

Pacific Lumber Co. case; p. 148. 

Publicity for rate changes; pp. 283, 403, 
467, 515, 683. 

Railroad problem, solving the; pp. 3, 43, 
44, 91, 92, 339, 404, 467, 515, 571, 627, 
827, 875, 971, 973, 1027, 1075, 1123, 1172, 
1237, 1363. 

Senate railroad hearings; p. 339. 

State rates; federal power over; pp. 3, 
147, 731, 1171, 1363. 

Steel prices; p. T79. 

Traffic clubs and the railroad problem; 
pp. 3, 43, 91, 815, 1299, 1363. 

Traffic committee regulation; pp. 92, 
283, 403, 467, 515, 627, 683, 918, 1123. 

Traffic man; the railroad; p. 283. 

ow transportation; pp. 211, 339, 


Wire rates; government control of; pp. 
147, 917, 1237, 1363. 
Woolley, Commissioner; 

regulation; p. 91. 


EFFICIENCY IN TRAFFIC. 
oe gee: by George C. Conn; p. 


ideas of rate 


Claim prevention; pp. 255, 671, 857. 

Egg cases; handling of; p. 614. 

Express packing and marking; p. 255. 

Fiber shipping boxes and packing ma- 
terials; p. 562. 

Handling machinery; p. 1188. 

Loading of cars; pp. 546, 661, 705, 1063, 
1114, 1394. 

Marking of package freight; p. 959. 

Material handling equipment; p. 857. 

Packing and marking; pp. 561, 1143. 
See also express company. 

Trucks, motor, transportation; pp. 255, 
364, 394, 665, 666, 667, 857, 858, 959, 960, 
1112, 1113, 1193, 1394, 1396. 

= express; new method; p. 


Electric lines; joint rates with; p. 29. 

Elliott, Howard; before Senate commit- 
tee; p. 417; address to Chicago Cham- 
ber of Commerce; p. 607; reply to him 

. D. Hines; p. 607. 
. B.; president Pittsburgh Traffic 
p. 1393. 

Elmquist, C. E.; before Senate commit- 
tee; see N. I. T. L. railroad plan. 

Embargoes; pp. 712, 721, 1001, 1109, 1227. 

Esch-Pomerene Bill; pp. 182, 484, 574, 803, 
1088, 1133, 1195, 1251, 1256, 1264, 1319, 
1367, 1369 (text of bill). 

——e to classification; cancellation 
of: p. $i. 

Explosives, inflammable, etc.; specifica- 
cee for transportation of amended; p. 

Explosives; Commission authurizes addi- 
tion to regulations; p. 84. 

Export and import traffic, rates, licenses, 
regulations, etc.; pp. 21, 37, 78, 184, 252, 
259, 260, 313, 350, 370, 380, 387, 454, 496, 
598, 606, 612, 630, 649, 706, 713, 723, 724, 
733, 764, 796, 799, 818, 820, 835, 847, 858, 
866, 892, 896, 933, 964, 1002 (new Pacific 
import rates), 1004, 1005, 1053, 1054, 1090, 
1091, 1097, 1101, 1102, 1106, 1116, 1136, 
1138, 1141, 1173, 1204, 1205, 1208, 1210, 
1257, 1258, 1333, 1337, 1389, 1392. 

Express companies, rates, etc., under fed- 
eral control; pp. 115, 204, 487, 603, 755. 

Express company better service cam- 
paign; pp. 255, 391, 452. 

—" waybilling; new methods of; p. 

Express; report of N. I. T. L. commit- 
tee; p. 1255. 

Fifteenth section applications; p. 1348. 

Finance, railroad; pp. 110, 142, 196, 247, 
264, 341, 405, 432, 479, 535, 605, 609, 641, 
696, 722, 723, 770, 772, 816, 830, 856, 996, 
1012, 1029, 1078, 1144, 1192, 1214, 1239, 
1240, 1247, 1261, 1311. 

Finn, L. B.; before Senate committee; 
pp. 231, 299, 453. 

Finn, Lawrence B.; argument for gov- 
ernment ownership; pp. 731, 741, 852. 
Flickinger, R.; prepayment of freight 

charges; pp. 1147, 1343, 1379. 

Flickinger, R.; sailing day plan; p. 851. 

Foreign trade; pp. 705, 891, 937. 938, 1141, 
1392. See also Shipping Board and 
Merchant Marine. 

Forwarder of freight for export; by W. J. 
Riley; p. 938. 


ig section legislation; see Poindexter 

ill. 

Freer, G. M.; before Senate committee; 
see N. I. L. 

Fruit and vegetable claims; report of N. 
I. T. L. committee; p. _ 

Fruit Growers’ Express cited by Federal 
Trade Commission; p. 

Fulbright, R. C.; before Senate commit- 
tee; p. 231. 

Fulton, R. E.; motor transportation prob- 
lem; p. % 

Garretson, A 
tee; p. 351. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF DIRECTOR- 
GENERAL. 


No. 7, sup. No. 2, p. 1385; No. 18B, p. 
1228; 26A, pp. 1090 and 1144; 34B, p. 
759; 438A, p. 878; 50A, p. 137; 57A, p. 
470; 58, pp. 430, 534, 59, p. 488; 59, re- 
scinded, p. 1158; 60, p. 812; 61, p. 656. 

Auctioning of freight; No. 34B, p. 759. 

Daylight saving; No. 61, p. 656. 

Demurrage; sup. 2 to No. 7; p. 1385. 

Garnishment and attachment; No. 43A; 


. B.; before Senate commit- 


Grain loss and damage; No. 57A; p. 470. 
Movement of freight traffic; reports of 
= No. 59; p. 488; rescinded, p. 
States, relations with; No. 58; p. 430. 
Suits against carriers; No. 26A, pp. 
1090, 1144; No. 18B, p. 1228. 
Suits against railroads; No. 50A; p. 137. 
Waybills, forms of; No. 60; p. 812. 
pp. 374, 
Grain movement, loading, rates, etc.; pp. 


802, 829, 834, 949, 954, 965, 1010, 1014, 
boos 1116, 1153, 1157, 1174, 1225, 1353, 


Great Lakes Commerce Association; pp. 
766, 864, 892. 

Groseclose, A. M.; 
charges; p. 1111. 

Government operation of railroads and 
boat lines; pp. 7, 19, 37, 38, 45, 60, 67 
(McAdoo’s operating report for 1918), 
71, 93, 94 (McAdoo’s labor report for 
1918), 97, 115 (McAdoo’s traffic we. 
120, 149, 150, 173, 183 (McAdoo’s P. S. 
& A. report), 188, 196, 198 (McAdoo’s 
report on wages), 213, 247, 249 (Mc- 
Adoo’s report on waterways), 252, 262 
(McAdoo’s law report), 264 (McAdoo’s 
report on suggestions and complaints), 
315, 324 (McAdoo’s report on capital ex- 
penditures), 326, 329, 387, 390, 430, 432, 
450, 451, 469, 490, 518, 555, 573, 641, 664, 
673, 685, 703, 724, 733, 770, 781. 829, 919, 
996, 1008, 1028, 1047, 1077, 1093, 1214, 
1261, 1265, 1279, 1302, 1382. See also 
finance. 

Government ownership; pp. 17, a 149, 
341, 741, 852, 1029, 1095, 1211, 1341 

Glisson, H. 8.; loses position; p. 498. 

Gourlay, wm; ; address before Chicago 
Traffic Club; p. 391. 

Gwin, J. D.; ‘director motor transporta- 
— p. 1112. 

Hall, Ga. R.; routing of freight; p. 198. 

Hamilton, E. L.; general agent, Ameri- 
can Railway Express Co.; p. 1289. 

Hansen, H. J.; t. m., Interstate Motor 
Co.; p. 448. 

Hardin, A. T.; succeeds A. H. Smith as 

neon ye p. 1216. 
arlan, ailure to reappoint; a 
17, 199, 276, 637. - —_ 

Hartzog, H. H.; prepayment of freight; 
p 

Hashhagen, J. D.; demurrage; p. 325; Mr. 
Woolley’s plan; p. 501; office methods 
of carriers, p. 907; how it does not 
bg p. 1281; water competition, p. 

Help for Traffic Man; see Questions and 

——,, — 
eyman, m.; traffic manager, Consoli- 
dated Steel Corportaion: “4 a” 

Hilton, Alexander; traffic manager, St. 
L.-S. F.; p. 859. 

Hines, hg D.; appointed Director-Gen- 
eral; 97. 

Hines, Rainier General; address to con- 
vention of American Passenger Traffic 
Association; p. 297. 

Hines, Director-General; before Senate 
committee; pp. 299, 351; talks to Pitts- 
burgh Traffic Club, p. 697; talks to Chi- 
cago Union League Club and National 
Lumber Mfer.’s Assn., p. 834; address 
to ticket agents, p. 1248; speech at 
Philadelphia, p. 1382. 

ee, R. A.; inland water carriers; p. 


Howe, Carl; president Traffic Club of 
Chicago; p. 719 
Huestis, J. H.; 


oo loss and damage claims; 


interest on over- 


request for removal as 


New England District Director; pp. 389, 
674. 


Humphrey, W. D., member of Oklahoma 
Commission, resigns; p. 953. 

Ice; we supply of; R. Cummings; 
p. 

— District Traffic League; pp. 197, 

Illinois classification case; pp. 718, 752, 
853, 1078, 1156, 1289. 

Industry tracks; pp. 350, 953. 

Industrial lines; diversions to; decision of 
Pennsylvania Commission in National 
Tube Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
614. 

Inflammables; transportation of; see ex- 
plosives. 

Iselin, J.; traffic committee methods; p. 
1059. 

Jackson (Tenn.) freight rates; brief by 
A. J. McGehee; Pp. 27. 

James, Francis B.; introduction to Clark 
on Interstate Commerce; p. 803. 

Jeffery, James C.; candidate for appoint- 
ment to Commission; p. 905. 

Johnson, Alba B.; address to Railway 


Business Assn. ; p. 62. 
F. E.; prepayment of freight; p. 


1 
—_— Otto H.; 
Kerns, R. L.; report of shipments astray; 


p. 453. 
—< R. L.; mailing of arrival notices; 


the railroad problem; p. 


660. 

sowie, L. D.; oe manager H. & H. 
Refinery Co.; 1393. 

Kruttschmitt, Selina: appearance before 
— committee; pp. 149, 175, 213, 231, 

Kucera, C. J.; interest on claims; p. 1342. 

Labor, railroad; p. 94 (McAdoo’s report 
for 1918), 360, 628. See also wages. 

Lake and rail rates; see water and rail. 

Law division, R. R. Administration; pp. 
905, 1094. 

Lee, ‘Blewett; constitutional objections to 
railway control act; p. 

Legal department; see questions and an- 
swers. 

Legislative matters, handling of, under 
government control; p. 450. 

Lent, John F.; time for action on rail- 
road question; p. 907. 

Liability clause in side track agreements; 
see side tracks; p. 

Liberty loan; pp. 212, 1124. 

— stock contract of bill of lading; p. 


Loomis, E. E.; 
man; p. 563. 


opportunity for traffic 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 


Baker vs. Herndon (Tex.); p. 754. 
Baker vs. M. D. & G. (Tex.); p. 546. 
Bassett vs. C. & N. W. (Wis.); p. 26. 
Baker vs. Nance et al. (Tex.); p. 1398. 
— et al. vs. Schaff (Kas. Cy.); p. 
Baker vs. Brown (Tex.); p. 946. 

Barter vs. Barrett (N. Y.); p. 849. 
Bassett vs. C. & N. W. (Wis.); p. 1107. 
Bell et al. vs. N. Y. C. (N. Y.); p. 1213. 
— vs. St. L. I. M. & S. (Okla.); 


p. i 
—r vs. Barrett (St. Louis); p. 
Berry vs. C. & A. (Kas. Cy.); p. i. 
Big Diamond Milling Co. vs. 
St. P. a eget P; 1107. 
Bone vs. Q. A. ree p. 657 
Booth vs. G. H. “ Ps. (Tex.); p. 755. 
Boyle Commission Co. — A.T. & S. F. 
(Kan.); p. 709. 
Burns Grain Co. vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 81. 
— Southern Grocery Co. (Ark.); 
p. a 
Calumet & Hecla Mining Co. vs. Equit- 
able Trust Co. et al. (N. Y.); p. 558. 
Chapman vs. N. Y. C. (Maine); p. 495. 
Chester et al. vs. Florida East Coast 
(Fla.); p. 753. 
Claremore First Nat’l Bank vs. Stet- 
lings et al. (Okla.); B. 441. 
Cliett vs. K. C. M. & O. (Tex.); p. 270. 
Cogley vs. C. B. & Q. (lowa) p. 1107. 
Cudahy Packing Co. vs. M. K. & T. of 
Tex.); p. 127. 

Cummer Mfg. Co. vs. Texas Midland 
(Tex.); p. 372. . 
Dixon vs. S. P. (Nev.); . % 

Dothan Ins. Agency vs. 
p. 657. 
Elder vs. Southern (Miss.); 
Emery, E. H., & Co. vs. cB 
al. (Ia.); p. 546. 


ene vs. C. M. & St. P. (S. Dak.); 
p. L 
ceed vs. C. R. I. & P. (Kan.); p. 


2. 
. L. (Ala.); 


+" et 
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French, J. F., & Co. vs. Pere Marquette 
(Mich.); p. 1052. 

— + al. vs. Wichita Valley (Tex.); 
p. q 

Haddad et al. vs. S. P. (N. Y.); p: 269. 

Hailey vs. Oregon Short Line (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 128. 

Harris Bros. vs. G. H. & S. A. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 1213. 

— et al. vs. Southern (Ala.); p. 


Haynie vs. C. of Ga. (Ga.); p. 546. 
— Sandersville R. R. Co. (Ga.); 


p. he 
Helms Bros. vs. G. C. & S. F. (Tex.); 
pp. 1107, 1108. 

Helms Bros. vs. G. C. & S. F. (Tex.); 
Pp. 1398. 
Hinnant vs. San Antonio & A. P. 

(Tex.); p. 127. 
Hirsch vs. L. V. (N. Y.); p. 545. 
Hobart City acces Bank vs. State 
(Okla.); p. 81. 
Hull vs. C. 3 & Q. (Kas. oy; p. 658. 
Bunt ve. N. Y. C. (N. ¥.): 320. 
James vs. A. G. S. ¢ al. (Ala. ); p. 1398. 
Jone = Cc BM & Gt: PF. Coie): zB. 


Johnson, Charles, Lumber Co. vs. G. N. 
(Wash.); p. 127. 

— et al. vs. L. & N. (Ky.); p. 

Jones vs. C. B. & Q. (Neb.); p. 319. 

K. C. M. & O. of Texas (Tex.); p. 373. 

Katcher vs. American Express Co. (N. 


J.); p. 618. 
Kearnes vs. C. M. & St. P. (S. Dak.); 


p. 807. 
Kemp vs. Ft. W. & D. C. et al. (Tex.); 


. S7e. 
Kornmel, L., & Son vs. Champlain 
rade Co. (Vt.); pp. 319, 


Ladd vs. St. L. & S. F. (Okla.); p. 619. 
Lancaster vs. Whittle (Tex.); p. 947. 
aed et al. vs. Pitzer (Tex.); p. 


Lewis Poultry Co. vs. N. Y. C. (Maine); 
pp. 193, 194. 

Lichtenstein et al. vs. Wells Fargo & 
Co. Express (N. Y.); p. 619 

Lock vs.,G. H. & S. A. Ger): p. 754. 

— al. vs. Kennedy et al. Xokla.); 
p 

Lysaght, > Ltd., vs. L. V. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 


aeev vs. 7 R. I. & G. (Tex.); pp. 269, 


oe: & , eee va. C. R. I. & P. et al. 

a 

Massee & Felton Lumber Co. vs. South- 
ern (Ga.); p. 545. 

ag et al. vs. N. & W. (W. Va.); 
D 

“7 & Peer Inc., vs. Erie (N. 

Meyer Vs. ce oe x: 2. CH: 2): ow 

aes -Caliahen vs. M. K. & T. (Tex.); 
p. a 

Morehead vs. St. L. S. W. of Tex. 
(Tex.); p. 319. 

Nabors vs. C. & S. (Tex.): p. 946. 

a Elevator Co. vs. G. N. (Minn.); 
p. 4 

Ocean S. S. Co. of Savannah vs. Peo- 
ple’s Shoe Co. (Ala.); p. 1052. 

Oleovick vs. Grand Trunk of Canada 
(Calif.); p. 194. 

Olivier et al. vs. Mt. Union Tanning 
and Extract Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 127. 

Owens, P. L., Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
(Minn. ee Me 1107. 

Peninsular Bank of Detroit vs. Citizens’ 
—— Bank of Knoxville (Iowa); 
p. ; 

—— et al. vs. C. I. & L. (Wis.); 


26. 
Sieoeet Auto. Import Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
(N. Y.); p. 320. 

Phila. & lacodiine Coal and Iron Co. vs. 
nm, 2. & Ged: pw A. 


Pipkin vs. T. & N. O. (Tex.); p. 946. 

Pryor et al. vs. Cent. Nat. Bank (St. 
Louis); p. 320. 

Reidsville Paper Box Co. vs. Southern 
(N. C.);: p. 1213. 

Rosenthal Dry Goods Co. vs. G. C. & 
S. F. (Tex.): p: 269. 

Scullin Stee] Co. vs. N. Am. Co. et al. 
(Fed. Ct.): p. 1107. 

Smith vs. Ill. Cent. (Miss.); p. 807. 

— vs. Southern Express (Inc.); p. 


ay vs. St. L. & S. F. (Okla.); 


Spencer vs. T. & N. O. (Tex.): p. 1152. 

we on vs. St. L. B. & M. (Tex.); 
p. j 

Talmage vs. Panhandle & S. F. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 127. 


Themes vs. N. W. of S. C. et al. (S. C.); 


753 
sheen, Me & Co. vs. G. N. et al. 
(Minn.); p. 
Touchstone ‘« Wilbanks vs. C. of Ga. 
a.)3 PD. 
Twin City Product Co. vs. Texarkana 
& F. S. (Tex.); p. 709. 
. B. & Q. Ss. -); p. 658. 
Valdosta, M. & W. vs. A. C. Li. (Ga.); 


Wailingtora Bros. vs. Bush (Fed. Ct.); 

p. : 

Warfield vs. L. & N. (Ga.); p. 546. 

West Bros. et al. vs. St. L. IL M. & 
S. (Tex.); pp. 441, 442. 

West 3" € Co we. BB A. ET 
(Tenn.); p. 

bee vs. , ae & ZS. CRF: 

Williams vs. Mexico Northern (Tex.); 
p. ; 


Lyon, Frank; address at Rivers and Har- 
bors Congress; p. 362. 
—~. A. R.; Dixville at the Bat; p. 


L. G.; the Poindexter bill; 
Dp. 


Mansell, W. H.; interest on overcharge 
claims; p. 551. 

Marsh, B. C., for farmers, before Senate 
committee; p. 417. 

May, R. R.; manager Louisville division, 
ee Hardwood Traffic Assn.; p. 


Macomber, 
281. 


448. 

McAdoo’s resignation and successor; pp. 
17, 67, 97, 147; special counsel for R. R. 
administration in New York; p. 772. 

McCord, H. C.; rates on sugar; p. 551. 

ae controversy; pp. 52, 111, 
oa. 

McChord; Commissioner C. C.; views on 
the railroad problem; p. 1199. 

McDuffie bill; liability of carrier for loss 
or damage; p. 1331. 

— W. J.; prepayment of freight; p. 

et Marine; pp. 699, 1056, 1137, 


Miami Valley Paper Manufacturers’ Assn. 
adopts resolutions on railroads; p. 948. 
Michigan percentage cases; pp. 920, 1010. 

Michigan Traffic League; pp. 121, 854. 

Michigan two-cent fare law; Dp. 326. 

Mileage scales; pp. 187, 201, 248, 329, 342, 
597, 1251. 

Minimum charge for car, minimum 
scales, etc.; report of special N. I. T. L. 
committee; p. 1255. 

Minimum weights on foodstuffs; pp. 328, 
340, 404, 598, 1014, 1063, 1126. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Abeles, Robt., et al. vs. A. & W. et al.; 
case 9797; effective date postponed; 


p. 820. 

Blackmer and Post Pipe Co. vs. Mo. P. 
et al.; case 9037; reparation; p. 122. 
California Canneries Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 

case 9728; revised order; p. 596. 

California Pine Box and Lumber Co. 
et al. vs. S. P. et al.; case 9460; 
reparation; p. 122. 

Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. 
P. R. R. Co. et al.; case 9359; order 
modified; p. 868. 

Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. 
Pennsylvania; case 9359; 
amended; p. 948. 

Chatfield Mfg. Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et 
al.; case 9743: order modified; p. 868. 

Chicago Live Stock Loading case; I. 
— S. 1118; nunc pro tunc order; p. 

Class rate differentials restored; fif- 
tenth section orders 1035 and 1036; 


- 7: 

Consolidation Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & 
O.; case 6942; dismissed: p. 77. 

Dairy products cases; docket 7969; re- 
opened: p. 202. 

Feltus, R. T., Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
G. N. et a ; case 10080; order modi- 
fied; p. 866 

Fruit Dispatch Co.: cases 9251 and 9361; 
reparation; p. 3. 

Good- Hopkins Lumber Co. vs. G. N. 
+ F al.; case 9858; case reopened; p. 

Gregory, N. B., 

Texas et al.: case 10484; jurisdiction 
as to reparation on interstate move- 
ments; case dismissed; p. 888. 

Gulf Refining Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case °568; reparation; p. 333. 

Haire, W. J., Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 9984; reopened: p. 677. 

Hall-Zimmerman Coal Co. et al. vs. 
P. Cc. Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 9804; 
dismissed; p. 77. 


order 
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Hearn-Fithian Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 
9962; reopened; p. 677. 

Hermann, Morris, & Co. vs. N. Y. N. 
= pe ; case 9474; reparation order; 


Hides, wool and tallow; case 9229 and 
4th sect. order 7349; effective date 
postponed; p. 458. 

Johnson City (Tenn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce vs. Southern et al.; case 7865; 
effective date postponed; p. 1022. 

Johnson City a” case; 15th sect. 
order 1413; p. 1221. 

Johnson City (Tenn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce vs. Southern et al.; case 7865; 
reopened; p. 1318. 

Johnson City (Tenn.) Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Southern et al.; case 
7865; orders ay p. 1384. 

Johnston, J> Easy VO & S. F. et al.; 
oe 9229; hE date postponed; D. 
8 


Kanotex Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 6817; reopened; p. 1052. 
Co. et al. vs. Sand 


Kerr, 
Co. et al.; case 8180;. re- 


Springs Ry. 
opened. 

Kettle River Co. vs. Mo. P. et al.; case 
8834; effective date postponed; p. 821. 

Knight Woollen Mills vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 6392; wool; reparation; 
p. 139. 

Lehigh New England R. R.; 
order 7356; p. 398. 

i. stock; fourth sect. order 7360; p. 


Live ves yg ease (I. and S. 1118); 
opened; 850. 

Lookout Paint Mfg. Co. vs. T. A. & 
G. et al.; fourth sect. order 7213; 
pipe blacking; effective rate extended; 


p. 84. 
Lumber; Chattahoochee Valley Ry.; 4th 
sect. order 7357; p. 398. 


Mears, Lewis & Co. vs. C. N. et al.; 
ease 9948: reopened; p. 677. 

Merriam, Hall & Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine; case 8685; reopened; p. 139. 

Michigan Ry. Co. rates; case 10226; in- 
quiry discontinued; p. 796. 


National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
= B. & O.; case 7969; reopened; p. 

National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10012; 
effective date postponed; p. 878. 

National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 
et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10012; 
effective date postponed; p. 1228. 

National Petroleum Assn. et al. vs. M. 
K. & T. et al.; case 9327; reopened; 
p. 1052. 

National Tube Co. vs. Lake Terminal 
R. & Co. et al.; case 8406; reopened; 
p. a 

Northwestern Training Co., Inec., vs. 
Adams Express; case 9952; reopened; 
p. 139. 

Oriental Textal Works vs. A. & V.; 
9236; reopened; p. 458. 


Passes, franks, etc.: docket No. 4882; 
discontinued; p. 810. 

Pneumatic Scale Corporation vs. the 
carriers; case 10048: steel containers; 
case reopened; p. 820. 

Potatoes, rates on, from Bruce, Minn.: 
4th sect. order 7348; effective date 
extended; p. 84. 

No. 48; 


4th sect. 


re- 


case 


Released rate order rates on 
household goods: p. 677. 
Released rate order No. 49; 

and Pittsburg; p. 698. 
Revenue freight tonnage: 
March 31 set aside; p. 1109 
Rice, G. E., Potato Co., Inc., vs. B. & 
O. et al.; docket 10081; effective date 
extended; p. 84. 


Steinhardt & Kelly vs. Erie; case 10103; 
reopened; p. 1160. 


Tap line case; I. and S. 11; 
mental order; p. 964. 

Tuns-Cockey Lumber Co. vs. Live Oak, 
Perry & Gulf et al.; case 9386; repa- 
ration awarded; p. 458. 


Warren & Ouachita Valley case; 
line; reopened; p. 1182. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & W. et al.; order effective 
May 15; p. 774. 

Westport ‘Stone Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. & 
St. oat et al.; case 8766; reparation; 
p. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. Mo. 
eee et al.; case 10196; reopened; p. 

Zion’s Mercantile Institution vs. C. R. I. 
& P.; 4th sect. order 7222; effective 
. date postponed: p. 139. 


Gilmore 


order of 


supple- 


tap 
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MISCELLANEOUS DECI- 


SIONS. 


Advanced rates; O’Brien vs. state com- 
missions (N. J.); p. 192 

Bill of lading. order; Merchants, etc., 
Ses Co. vs. Moore (Ga.); 
p. A 

Billing, false; E. J. & E. vs. U. S. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 319. 

Bills of lading (Kan.); p. 901 

_ 2. lading; Fryer case (Fed. Ct); 
Dp 

Carload ‘shipments; Swift & Co. vs. U. 
S. (Fed. -Ct.); p. 808. 

Carmack amendment; M. K & T. vs. 

Miss. 


TRAFFIC 


Miller (Tex.); p. 1284 
Cars, inspection of; 
Lott (Miss.); p. 320. 


Cent. vs. 


Cars; duty to furnish; Ft. Worth S 
D. C. vs. Strickland ss 

Cars, duty to furnish; C. R. 
Lawton Refining Co.; Dp. 368. 

Cars, failure to furnish; Pletcher vs. 
C.-R. L. & P.; GXan.); p. 373. 

Cars; delay in furnishing; Day vs. Ul- 


p. 618 
& P. vs. 


ster & D. R. R,' (N. Y.); p. 754. 
Cars; delay in furnishing; Ft. Worth & 
D. C. vs. Strickland (Tex.); p. 618. 
Charges—common law rule; Murphy et 

al. vs.. N..:Y..C,. ON. ¥.): p: 2008. 

Commerce, subject of; City of Seattle 
vs. Lloyd’s Plate Glass Ins. Co. (Fed. 
Ct): @.. 22. 

Commission’s orders; Vandalia _ vs. 
Schnull et al. (Ind.); p. 754. 

Commission, I. C., jurisdiction; Mid- 
way Cooperative Electric Co. vs. G. 
N. (N. Dak.); p 

Commission’s findings; 
mission vs. C. C. C. 
p. 192. 

Commission’s order: Aeed-Soee Sand 
Co. vs. C. & N. W. (Ill.): p. 

Congress, regulation by; eR. ‘Coop- 
erative Eleetric Co. vs. G N. (N. 
Dak.); p. 27. 

Contract as to rate; West Construction 
Co. vs. S. A. L. (Tenn.); p. 1053. 

—— rates; Leiper vs. B. & P. et 

eens. < 'ee Co. vs. B. R. 
= P. (Pa.); 

Contracts; 7 the rash. -R. R. & Nav. 
Co. vs. Seattle Grain Co. (Wash.); 
Pp. 

Contracts; West Bros. et al. vs. St. L. 
I. M. & S.: T. & P. vs. West Bros. 
et al. (Tex.): p. 442. 

Conversion: a Grape Co. vs. 
Hustis (Mass.); 754. 

Cooperage: ae ‘Farmers’ Elevator 
Co. vs. M. & St. L. (Minn.): p. 618. 
Coopering cars; Hawarden Sand and 
Na Co. vs. C. & N. W. (Iowa); p. 
Demurrage: P. R. R. vs. Kittanning 
Iron and Steel Mfg. Co. (Pa.); p. 1001. 
Demurrage; K. C. S. vs. Ft. Smith 

Compress Co. (Ark.);: p. 947. 

Director-General’s orders; Lajona vs. 
Pullman Co. (N. Y.); p. 754. 

Discrimination; U. S. vs. L. V.; same 
vs. Schaefer et al. (Fed. Ct.); U. S. 
vs. Metropolitan Lumber Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 443. 

Discrimination: Miller Engineering Co. 
vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Cn. (La.); p. 1108. 

Discrimination; Allis Brick Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. (Ill); p. 1108. 

a Wash. & C. Ry. vs. M. & O.; 
p. a 

Embargo; U. S. vs. L. V. et al.; same 
vs. Schaefer et al. (Fed. Ct.); U. S. 
vs. Metropolitan Lumber Co. et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 443. 

Eauipment, ete.; Midway Cooperative 
—— Co. vs. G. N. (N. Dak.); p 

Eauipment. suitable: C. R. T. & P. vs. 
Lawton Refining Co.; p. 268. 

Evidence. proper (Fed. Ct.); p. 901. 

Excess charges; Mever vs. C. R. R. of 
M3, (8. FS: mi SG. 

Facilities, adeavate; A. T. & S. F. ys. 
State et al. (Okla.); p. 127. 

Failure to furnish car; Hallam et al. 
vs. Duckworth (Tex.); p. 753. 

Federal decisions; St. L. I. M. & S. vs 
Wood; p. 269. 

Federal laws; Ocean S. S. Co. of Sa- 
vannah vs. People’s Shoe Co. (Ala.); 


p. 1053. 
state vs. N. P. et al. 
1397. 


Federal control; 
(N. Dak.); p. 

Fryer case; bills of lading (Fed. (C't.); 
p. 1398. 

Firdings; Chicago Roard of Trade vs. 
T. St. L. & W. (Ill.); p. 709. 

Foreign shipment: St. JT. S. W. vs. 
White, Jackson & Co. (Tex.): p. 1215. 

Government control: Mitchell Commer- 
_cial Club vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. (S. 
Dak.); p. 320. 


Indiana Com- 
& St. L. (Ind); 


Government control; L. N. Dantzler 
Lumber Co, vs. T. & P. et al. (Miss.); 
p. 808. 

Government operation; U. S. vs. Metso- 
politan Lumber Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 443. 

Increased rates; — vs. American Ry. 
Express Co. et al. (S. D.); p. 545. 
Initial carrier; T. & P. Va. ‘West Bros. 
et al.; West Bros. et al. vs. St. L. I. 

M. & S. (Tex.); p. 442. 

Intrastate rates; Murphy et al. vs. 
N.. ¥. C. OA. Z.d3. . 108. 

Intrastate shipment; Panhandle & S. F. 
et al. vs. Talmage (Tex.); p. 127. 

Interstate commerce; state of Mo. vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. (Kan. City); p. 26. 

Interstate shipment; N. P. vs. Long- 
mire (Wash.); p. 80. 

Interstate commerce; Lewis Poultry Co. 
vs. N. Y. C. (Maine); p. 192. 

Interstate shipments; Berry vs. C. & A. 
(Kas. Cy.); p. 657. 

Interstate commerce (Kan. Cy.); p. 901. 

Interstate shipment; G. N. P. S. S. Co. 
vs. Rainier Brewing Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


Interstate commerce; S. P. Co. vs. Ari- 
zona (Ariz.); p. 1152. 

Interstate shipment; M. K. & T. of 
Tex. vs. Clement Grain Co. (Tex.); 
p. 1215. 

Interstate commerce; Schrader vs. S. 
E. L. & B. V. (W. Va.); p. 1344. 

Interstate commerce—packages; Cleve- 
land Macaroni Co. vs. state board of 
health (Calif.); p. 1397. 

Joint rates; Chicago Board of Trade vs. 
T. St. L. & W. (Ill); p. 709. 

Joint rates; establishing of; Indiana 
Harbor Belt vs. Indiana Commission 
(Ind.); p. 495. 

Liability of shipper; Boston & M. vs. 
National Orange Co. (Mass.); p. 754. 

Misbranding; Cleveland Macaroni Co. 
hg eg Board of Health (Calif.); 
Pp 

Owercharge: Iaick Construction Co. vs. 
C. & A. (K. C.);_p. 442. 

Overcharges; Wash. & C. Ry. (Fed. 


Ct.); p. 754. 
Overcharges; Murphy et al. vs. N. Y. 
p. 1001. 


Longmire 


Cent. vs. Gra- 


vs. S. 


P.. &.. 5. Co. 


Passes; Schrader vs. S. E. L. & B. V. 
et al. vs. American R. R. Co. of Porto 
(Wash.); p. 80. ‘iti 
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Publication of charges; Raymond Had- 

Published may a & Co. vs. U. S. 
¥. C. (N. Y¥.); p. 1001. 

Quarantine: state of Mo. vs. C. M. & 
S. (Wed. Ct.); p. 808. 

p. 392. 
320. 

Rates, published; Hadad et al. 
Harlor Belt vs. Indiana commission 
vs. Rainier Brewing Co.. (Fed. Ct.); 
et al. (Ind.): p. 754. 

—— rate; Wash. & & Ry. Co. vs. 


cc. €,. 2.9 
(W. Va.); p. 1344. . 
Porto Rico rates; People of Porto Rico 

Rico (Fed. Ct.): p. 496. 
Posting rates; N. P. vs. 
Posting tariffs; 
ham (Miss.); p 
ley Corporation vs. & M. et al. 
(N. Y.); p. 657. 
(Fed. Cl.); 
T'ublished Ad A ol Murphy et al. vs. N. 
Published rates; Bassett vs. C. & N. 
W. (Wis.); p. 1108. 
St. P. (Kan. City); p. 27. 
Rate, character of; Swift & Co. vs. U. 
Rates, fixing—value of property; 
O’Brien vs. state commission (N. J.); 
Rates; Mitchell Commercial Club et al. 
vs. (.. M. & St. P. et al. (S. Dak.); p. 
tates, erroneous quotation of; St. L. 
I. M. & S. vs. Wood; p. 269. 
P.: p.. 268: 
Rates: power to establish, etc.; Indiana 
(Ind.); p. 495. 
Rates recoverable; G. N. 
p. 947. ° 
lteasonable rates; Vandalia vs.. Schnull 
Rebilling:; Bush vs. Southern Grocery 
Co. (Ark.); p. 618. 
M. & O (Fed. Ct.); p. 753. 
Rteparation orders—evidence; Mich. 


Cent. et al. vs. Elliott (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1152. 

Shipment; P. R. R. vs. Kittanning Iron 
and Steel Mfg. Co. (Pa.); p. 1001. 

Shipper, remedies of: Southern Lumber 
& Mfg. Co. and New River Lumber 
Co. vs. Tenn. Ry. Co. et al.; Tenn. 
Ry. Co. vs. Standard Trust Co. et al. 
(Tenn.); p. 1053. 

Shipper; U. S. vs. ee ag Lumber 
Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 443. 

Shippers, rights of: Vandalia vs. Schnull 
et al. (Ind.); p. 754. 

Side track; use of; Miller Engineering 


Co. vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. (La.); 
p. 1108. 

Spur track; Northern Gravel Co. vs. 
M. N. & 8. (Iowa); p. 1108. 

State rates; — control of; state vs. 
N. P. et al. (N. Dak.); p. 1397. 

State regulation; Florida commission 
vs. A. C (Fla.); p. 1344. 

State ae OE ., regulation; Cc. a2 
& P. vs. state et al. (Okla.); p. 1152. 

State control: state of Mo. vs. C. M. 
& St. P. (Kan. City); p. 27. 

State regulation; Midway Cooperative 
ited Co. vs. G. N. (N. Dak.); p. 


Storage charges; Raymond Hadley Cor- 
poration vs. B. M. et al. (N. Y.); p. 
657. 

Supreme court decisions; St. IM. & 
S. vs. Bentley (Okla.); p. 40. 

Switching service; Florida ba eee 
vs. Fla. E. Coast (Fla.); 1215. 

Tariff schedules; Raymond Fiadley Cor- 
— vs. B. & M. et al.; (N. Y.); 
Dp. : 

Terminal facilities; Miller Engineering 
—— La. Ry. & Nav. Co. (La.); p. 
1108. 

Through routes; Indiana commission 
vs. C. C. C. & St. L. (Ind.); p. 192. 
Through shipment; M. K. T. of Tex. vs. 

Baker Bros. (Tex.); p. 947. 

Track storage: Murphy et al. vs. N. Y. 
C. (N. Y.); p. 1001. 

Tracks, connecting; Mitchell Commer- 
cial Club et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al. (S. Dak.); p. 320. 

Undercharges; Dav vs. Ulster & D. R. 
R. (N. Y.); p. 754. 

Unloading in transit; Swift & Co. vs. 
U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 807. 
Wharves — state regulation; Florida 
— wea A. Ct. bi (CR BD 

1344. 


Moore, S. W.; 
1145. 

Moore, W. A.; 
sey Zinc Co.; p. 1061. 

Morawetz, Victor; plan for settlement of 
railroad problem; p. 359. 

Morgan, J. A.; manager traffic dept., 
— Chamber of Commerce; p. 

Morton, E. H.; before Senate committee; 
p. 417. 

Mueller, H.; liability of carrier; p. 1342. 

Muench, F. A.; telegram hunting; p. 659. 

Munger, Judge D. J.; decision as to 
venue of suits against carriers; p. 371. 

—— W. M.; Illinois classification; p. 

N. I. T. L. spring meeting at New Or- 
leans; p. 597; special meeting at Mil- 
waukee; pp. 1249, 1329, 1330. 

N. I. T. L. railroad plan; pp. 61, 231, 
299, 351,. 417, 602, 1251, 1253. 

Newlands joint committee; p. 539. 

Nitrate of soda; hazards in storing and 
handling; p. 1393. 

Norton, T. J.; position of counsel in Pa- 
cific Lumber Co. case; p. 253. 

Notice of arrival; p. 659. 

Notice of delivery; p. 662. 

Ocean freight rates; see Shipping Board. 

Ocean shipping; series of articles by 
Grover G. Huebner; pp. 123, 459, 647, 
843, 1057, 1278. 

a representation; pp. 31, 598, 814, 

x rate situation; by O. J. Vesper; p. 

Ohio State Industrial Traffic League; pp. 
320, 438, 712, 1281. 

Oklahoma. petroleum rates; pp. 327, 490. 

Operation, division of; orders, reports, 
etc.; pp. 277, 332, 398, 416, 457, 760, 853, 
1039, 1182, 1204, 1354, 1396. 

Overcharge claims; interest on; pp. 551, 
552, 611, 662, 686, 759, 812, 813, 842, 853, 
902, 955, 956, 1011, 1012, 10660, 1111, 1112, 
1211, 1342, 1379. 

Overton, E: E.; reform in claim policy; 
p. 4 

Pacific Lumber Co. case; pp. 149, 151, 
173, 253. (See also editorial.) 

Packers, regulation of; pp. 81, 406, 507, 
573, 1365, 1374. 

Palmer, Henry A.; address before Chi- 
cago Traffic Club, p. 383; address be- 
fore Kansas City Chamber of Com- 
merce, p. 643; address to Cleveland 
Traffic Club, p. 1109 

Passenger service, revenue, fares, etc.; 
pp. 32, 38, 124, 332, 395. (See also com- 
mutation fares.) 

Paulin, L. E.; prepayment of freight 
charges; p. 1283. 

Pawkett, U. S.; address on ‘‘Govern- 
ment Operation vs. Private Opera- 
tion’; p. 200. 


rates and valuation; p. 


traffic manager New Jer- 
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Perishable freight tariff; pp. 260, 477, 557, 
769, 848, 1274, 1398. 

Phelan, F. M.; prepayment of freight; p 

Plumb, G. E.; proposed for member of 
Commission; p. , 

Plumb, Glenn E.; plan for solving rail- 
road problem; pp. 299, 354, 387, 1014. 

Poindexter bill; pp. 469, 479, 483, 799, 
1192, 1239, 1251, 1256, 1263, 1276, 1280, 
1281, 1300, 1323, 1367, 1393. 

Poison gases; rules for transportation of; 


p. > 

Pomerene bill of lading law; see Supreme 
Court—Ferger case. 

Pomerene bill; see Esch-Pomerene bill. 

Portland (Ore.) Traffic and Transporta- 
tion Assn.; resolutions on railway prob- 
lem; p. 73. 

eee (Me.), port of; exports of; p. 


Postal service; pp. 138, 253. 

Poteet, R. W.; sailing day plan; p. 765. 
= H. P.; collection of claims; p. 
Potter, H. P.; 


H. P.; personal touch; p. 1211. 

Poultry, dressed; handling and transpor- 
tation of; p. 29. 

Powell, T. C.; appointed director Division 
of Capital Expenditures; p. 134 

— T. M.; time for filing claims; p. 

Prepayment of freight charges; pp. 1147, 
1211, 1281, 1283, 1341, 1343, 1379, 1380. 

remee, .* S.; interest on overcharges; 
p. i 

Prince, Theodore, before Senate commit- 
tee; p. 429. 

Private cars; pp. 139, 213, 1077, 1094, 
1173, 1301. 

Prouty, C. A.; views on the railroad 
problem; p. 1197. 

Public service, Division of; circulars, or- 
a etc.; pp. 136, 377, 718, 733, 758, 

Publicity for rate changes; pp. 431, 704. 

Purchase contracts with R. R. Adminis- 
tration; p. 864. 


loss and damage claims; 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


Advance in rates as applied to com- 
bination rates under G. O. 28; p. 1048. 

Advance, 25 per cent; application of on 
non-controlled lines; p. 751. 

Advance, the 25 per cent, and varying 
minima; p. 272. 

_— rates; the 25 per cent order; 
p. ; 

Advanced rates; application of 25 per 
— combination of class rates; 
p 

Advanced rates under G. O. 28; who 
stands them? p. 196. 

Advanced rates under G. O. 28; ap- 
plication of; p. 656. 
Advanced rates under G. O. 28; p. 806. 
Advanced rates under G. O. 28; p. 897. 
Advanced rates under G. O. 28; p. 942. 
Advanced rates under G. O. 28; p. 1048. 
Advanced rates as — to combina- 
tion rates under G. 28; p. 1049. 
Advanced rates under &. oO. 28; p. 1049. 
Advanced rates; application of under 

G. O. 28; p. 1285. 
Advanced rates under G. O. 28; p. 1349. 
Application of rate; p. 655. 


Baggage; carrier’s liability for; p. 1151. 

Bill of lading, surrender not necessary 
in straight consignment; p. 942. 

Bill of lading; delivery without sur- 
render of; p. 82. 

Bill of lading and shipping instructions; 
conflict between; p. 445. 

Billing regulations; p. 655. 

a suitable; carrier must furnish; p. 
493. 

or rating for carload service; p. 

Carload shipments, two, in one car; p. 
1049. 

a for non-delivery; time to file; p. 

Claim based on invoice price; p. 1288. 

Claim; time within which to file; p. 
1287. 

Claim, filing notice of; p. 1224. 

ay for lost shipment; time to file; p. 

Claim for lost shipment; time within 
which to file; p. 1105. 

Claim against railroad under federal 
control; p. 376. 

a ey filing, with delivery carrier; p. 


Claims; regulation for filing; p. 23. 
Claims; statute of limitations applies; 


p. , 
Claims; regulations for filing; ‘jp. 317. 


Claims, time within which to file; p. 
945. 

Claims; time within which to sue; p. 
1 


Claims based on invoice price; p. 1149. 
a time within which to sue; p. 


1 ; 

Claims, adjusting, under sect. 3, clause 
2, bill of lading; p. 1287. 

Claims for loss; filing; p. 1403. 

——e, proper, on a shipment; 
p. " 

Coal weights at destination; p. 1001. 

Coal shipments; reweighing; p. 493. 

Coal; weight on; p. 494. 

Coal shipments; reweighing; p. 1404. 

Combination rates; p. 897. 

Commodity rates not to exceed class 
rates; p. 942. 

Commodity compared with class rates; 

one routes; lower rates for; p. 

Concealed damages; carriers’ liability 
for; p. 1105. 

— property; damages for; p. 


Conflicting rates; p. 1151. 
Cooperage charges on 
ments; p. 944. 


Cummins amendment; second; p. 656. 

Cummins amendment; meaning of word 
“loss’’; p. 272. 

Damage by delivering carrier; p. 1286. 

a 4 account misdelivery of coal; 
p 

-—~ goods; carriers’ inspection of; 
p 

Damaged goods: carrier when liable 
without inspection of; p. 543. 

Damaged goods: discount from invoice 
price on; p. 267. 

a measure of, for conversion; 
p 

Damages, measure of, at time and 
place of shipment; p. 126 

—_ based on demurrage charges; 
p. 4 

Damages, measure of, in delaying ship- 
ment; p. 543. 

a. special; carrier’s liability for 
p. . 

Damages, measure of; p. 653. 

Damages, measured; ‘shipment of fur- 
niture; p. 750. 

Damages; measure of in shipments for 
future delivery; p. 806. 

Damages account car improper condi- 
tion; p. 944. 

Damages to delayed shipments; p. 946. 

Damages through defective aan im- 
proper conditioned car; p. 999. 

Damages, measure of, for partial loss; 
p. 1151. 

Damages, measure of, for partial in- 
jury; p. 1223. 

Damages, measure of, for partial loss; 
p. 1402. 

Delayed shipments; measure of dam- 
ages in; p. 125. 

Delayed shipment; ownership of; p. 317. 

Se shipments; incidental damages 
n; p ; 

Delayed shipment; carrier’s liability for; 
p. 1400. 

Delayed shipment; 
p. 1286. 

Sees Sree: carrier’s liability for; 
p. L 

Delayed shipment; consignee’s duty to 
accept; p. 805 

Delayed seeente: measure of damage 
in; p. 

ae failure to; notice required of; 
p 

Delivery, delay in; party to be sued 
for; p. 267. 

Delivery at non-agency station; p. 807. 

Delivery; failure to accept; notice of to 
consignor; p. 191. 

Delivery, wrong, by carrier; shipper not 
responsible for; p. 439. 

Demurrage on cars in transit; p. 129. 

Demurrage on cars held for govern- 
ment license; p. 271. 

Demurrage; liability for; p. 82. 

Demurrage caused by violation of em- 
bargoes; p. 273. 

Demurrage charges; p. 274. 

ty ee on order consignment; p. 
1403. 

Demurrage; notice of 
placement; p. 1350. 
Demurrage on shipment consigned to 
prepaid point without prepayment of 

charges; p. 3. 

Demurrage charges resulting from car- 
rier’s error; p. 653. 

Demurrage; private car; p. 195. 

Demurrage charges on erroneous de- 
livery; p. 322. 


import = ship- 


earrier’s liability; 


constructive 





Demurrage; notice to consignor of 
charges; p. 439. 

Demurrage, private car; p. 4465. 

— charges on reconsignment; 
p. " 

Demurrage account of delay hy U. S. 
Customs; p. 377. 

Disposition orders; carrier must re- 
ceive; p. 376. 

Diversion and _ reconsignment rule; 
construing; p. 378. 

Duplicate express shipments; charges 
on; p. 

Duplicate shipments; freight on; 494. 

Duplicate shipment; express charges 
on; p. 494. 

Duplicate shipment; 
age in; p. 707. 

Duplicate shipment; measure of dam- 
age in; p. 1224. 

Error in freight quotati 1; p. 656. 

— freight rate quotation; p. 

Erroneous information by 
agent; p. 1106. 

Export traffic; p. 75l. 

Express charges on d: 
p. 654. 

Express charges paid by consignee; re- 
ceipt for amount of; p. 1150. 

Express company’s li: .lily in delaying 
return of refused shipment; p. 941. 
Express company, liabil.ty of, for sale 

of goods; p. 711. 
Express rate assessed on over valua- 
tion; p. 2. 
Express shipment moving partly by 
freight; p. 611. 
Express shipment; 
p. 750. 

Express shipments; valuation in; p. 846. 

Flood, damages by; p. 944, 

Fourth section violation caused by em- 
bargo; p. 24. 

F. O. B. shipment; p. 1105. 

Government; consigning shipments for 
use of; p. 439. 

— rates; 25 per cent increase on; 


measure of dam- 


carrier’s 


‘ged shipment; 


proper marking of; 


195. 
Higher rate, which, applied; p. 1048. 


eg A tracks damaged by carrier; 

p. 

Inspection of gvods; p. 441. 

Interchange; p. 1103. 

Interest on ©. O. D. collections; p. 1401. 

Interest on claims and special dam- 
ages; p. 377. 

— os clause; application of; p. 


Intermediate points; carriers to stop at; 
p. 1050. 

Intermediate 
under; p. 1349. 


clause; rate applicable 

Intermediate 
1349. 

Interstate rate 
shipment; p. 

Interstate shipments 
character; p. 805.. 

Legal rate applicable; p. 1104. 

is ©. Be shipments; handling; p. 1285. 

Liability of carrier for dead haul ship- 
ment; p. 1150. 

Liability of carrier for special dam- 
ages; p. 1049. 

Liability freight and 
charges; p. 1000. 

Liability for freight and demurrage 
charges; p. 805. 

Liability of carrier ends on delivery at 
destination; p. 805. 

Liability of carrier for loss; p. 751. 

Liability of consignor for _ freight 
charges; p. 544. 

— of carrier; when it begins; p. 


4, 
Liability of consignor for 
charges; p. 318. 
Liability of cvonsignor for 
charges; p. 79. 
—) in shipment valued at $10;.p. 
Liability of carrier for statement of 
agent; p. 25. 

Live stock; rates on mixed carloads 
under official classification; p. 1151. 
Live stock in pens for loading; p. 318. 
Live stock; rates on mixed carloads of, 
under official classification; p. 1049. 
Loading, improper; damages for; p. 943. 
—_ after delivery at destination; p. 

oe. 

Loss, credit for, when shipments are 
found; p. 129. 

J.oss of shipment by carrier; p. 267. 

Loss from car not properly fitted; p. 
317. 

lam soe damage claims; interest on; 
p. 3 

Loss from delay; liability for; p. 547. 

I.oss in open car shipments; p. 653. 


stations; rates to; p. 


governs interstate 


determined by 


storage 


freight 
freight 
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Loss in shipment moving under seal 
record; p. 846. 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipments invoiced through; p. 23. 

Middleman; shipments invoiced through; 
measure ‘oft damages to; p. 317 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipments moved through; p. 611. 

Middleman; notified through; measure 
of damage to shipment; p. 

Middleman; measure of see to 
shipments invoiced through; p. 749. 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipment invoiced through; p. 845. 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipment invoiced through; p. 898. 

Middleman; measure of damages _ to 
shipment invoiced through; p. 1223. 

Middleman; measure of damages to 
shipment invoiced through; p. 1287. 

Minimum through charge; p. 321. 

Minimum charge on L. C. L. 
ment; p. 711. 

Minimum class rate on articles rated 
lower in exceptions than in classifica- 
tion proper; p. 1404. 

Minimum charge for 
ments; p. 1405. 

Minimum class rates under G. O. 28; 
p. 1349. 

Minimum weight applicable; p. 943. 

oe shipment; rate applicable -on; 


126. 

Misbilled shipment; liability 
in; p. 1224. 

Misrouting—wrong destination 
in bill of lading; p. 1350 

Misrouting shipments; p. 943. 

Mixed carloads under Rule 10B, offi- 
cial classification; p. 1350. 

Notice required for failure to deliver; 


ship- 


carload ship- 


carrier’s 


shown 


p. 999. 
Notice of failure to deliver; p. 942. 
Notice for failure to deliver; p. 749. 
Notice to consignor in L. C. L. ship- 
ments; p. 707. 
—* of claim; exception to filing; p. 
Notice to consignor of consignee’s fail- 
ure to accept delivery; p. 440. 
are neem for failure to deliver; 
p. be 
Notice to consignor 
claimed; p. 316. 


Notification of consignor of unclaimed 
freight; p. 446. 


Ocean charges; excessive; p. 1287. 
Order consignment notifying consignee 
at another point; p. 1225. 
Overcharge claims; time to file; p. 846. 
Overcharge, refund of, by carrier ac- 
knowledging responsibility; p. 751. 
Overcharge claims; interest on; p. 749. 
Overcharge claims; payment of; p. 274. 
Overcharges, interest on; p. 
Overcharges; claim against Gittins 
‘carrier for; p. 612. 
Overcharges, party entitled to; p. 1000. 
Overcharges, interest on; p. 1105. 
Overcharges; party entitled to; p. 1149. 
Ownership of goods; p. 999. 
Packing, improper; damages resulting 
from; p. 1402. 
Packing cases; claims for damages to; 


of goods un- 


p. 

Perishable freight; sale of by carrier; 

p 

~~ freight; storage charges on; 
p 

Perishable goods delayed and refused; 
sale of by carrier; p. 1403. 

Private cars in railroad service; p. 447. 

Proof of loss; p. 654. 

Proof of loss; p. 845. 

Proof of loss; p. 945. 

Proof of damage against switching 
line; p. 1351. 

Proof of loss; p. 1401. 

= of charges for service; p. 


Rate, misquoted; p. 707. 

<add to routed shipments; 

minehaiees shipment; rate to apply 
on; p. 711. 

ae shipment; freight due on; 
p. 

Reconsignment charge on shipments 
ie on combination rates; p. 

Refund of freight charges on delivered 
shipment; p. 191. 

Refund of earned freight charges; p. 
941. 

Refund of freight on shipments stopped 
short of destination; p. 1050. 

Refused shipment; express company’s 
liability in delaying return of; p. 1104. 

Refused shipment; sale of; p. 1401. 

Refusal of delayed shipment; p. 654. 





— rates on express packages; DP. 
7 


Released rates on personal belongings, 
etc.; p. 375. 
Released rates on express shipments; 


Released rate; party assuming liability 
for; p. 543. 

Reparation, claim for; p. 1285. 

Reparation; procedure before state com- 
missions; p. 617. 

Reparation under Sloss-Sheffield de- 
cisions; p. 1150. 

Reparation claims; p. 897. 

Responsibility of carrier; 
ceases; p. 617. 

Return of undelivered C. O. D. ship- 
ment; p. if 

Returned shipments; 
1401. 

Returned goods, by carrier; refusal of 
shipper to accept; p. 446. 

Riot; loss by fire resulting frorn; p. 317. 

Routing, terminal; carrier must fol- 
low; p. 1286. 

Routing of shipment; p. 1285. 

Routing; duty of carrier to transport 
via route carrying lowest rate; p. 751. 

Routing instructions; p. 

Rule 6, western classification; applica- 
tion of; p. 616. 

Rule 6, western classification; applica- 
tion of; p. 

Rule 10; interpretation of; p. 83. 

Sea; liability for perils of; p. 544. 

Seal record; loss in shipment moving 
under; p. 1051. 

Seal record; loss in shipment moving 
under; p. 654. 

Seal record; loss in shipment moving 
under; p. 494. 

Seal record; loss in shipment moving 
under; p. 376. 

—s load and count stipulation; p. 


when it 


damages in; p. 


Shipper's load and count troubles; p. 


Shipper’s load and count; carrier’s lia- 
bility under; p. 321. 

Shipper’s load and count; p. 1001. 

= load and count stipulation; p. 

Shipper's load and count stipulation; p. 


Shipper’s load and count; p. 547. 
Shipping conditions violated; p. 379. 
Shipside rates; p. 1049. 

— under 8S. L. C. shipment; p. 


Shortage; claims for; p. 192. 

Shortage; liability for; p. 547. 

a in shipments partially stolen; 
p. is 

Six months’ clause of uniform bill of 
lading; p. 82. 

State rates applicable under G. O. No. 
28; p. 1404. 

a cars in transit for unloading; 
p 


Storage; notice of claim for required; p. 
Storage charges on export freight; p. 


Storage; 
1401. ; 

Suit; time within which to file; p. 1286. 

Suit; carrier cannot waive stipulation 
as to time; p. 1224. 

Suit against carrier; time within which 
to file; p. 322 

rey charges; advances in under 

, p. 

Switching charges, absorption of, on 
competitive traffic; p. 1103 

a charges improperly applied; 


ownership of shipments; p. 


p. , 

Switching charges; 
446. 

= ad 18A; applictaion of rule 

p. 

Tax not (a to shipment passing 
through the U. S.; p. 1104. 

Through rate, lowest; carrier responsi- 
ble for; p. 274. 

Transfer in transit; 
1351. 


absorption of; p. 


expense for; Dp. 


Transit shipments; p. 445. 

Unclaimed shipment; sale of; p. 191. 

Undercharge; consignees accepting or- 
der shipment responsible for; p. 806. 

Undercharges; delivering carrier must 
collect on prepaid shipment from con- 
signee; p. 1223. 

Valuation of express shipment; p. 945. 

Valuation on express shipment; p. 440. 

Value at time and place of shipment; p. 
751. 

vo time and place of shipment; p. 
1104 

Wages due R. R. employees for services 
to industries; p. 439. 


War tax; governmental exemptions 
from; p. 1288. 

War tax; party liable for; p. 10651. 

War tax ‘applicable to reconsigned ship- 
ments; p. 941. 

War tax; consignee primarily responsi- 
ble for: p. 750. 

War tax on freight charges; p. 322. 

War tax, refunding of; p. 445. 

War tax on expdrt shipments; p. 129. 

io: en liability of carrier as; 
p. 268. 

Water carrier; liability of; p. 941. 

Water carrier; liability of; p. 653. 

Weight and rate applicable; p. 1151. 

Weights that govern; p. 1150. 

Weights at destination; p. 845. 


Race question in the railroad problem; 


p. 7. 

Railroad problem, the; solving; pp. 7, 15, 
17, 20, 45, 46 (Sims bill), 56 (Cummins 
bills), 60, 73, 93, 97, 114, 115, 149, 172, 
182, 200, , 252, 286, 298, 310, 330, 332, 
359, 360, 383, 416, 429, 437, 451, 461, 469, 
479, ny 486, 501, 507, 517, 535, 552, 573, 
574, 609, 616, 617, 643, 660, 697, 736, 
771, $03" 844, 877, 907, 917, 948, 995, 1041, 
1046, 1077, 1088, 1090, 1093, 1109, 1133, 
1141, 1193, 1197, 1199, 1211, 1239, 1240, 
1263, 1265, 1283, 1288, 1299, 1319, 1331, 
1358, 1366, 1367, 1368. See also Com- 
mission regulation; Senate _ railroad 
hearings. 

Railway leases and sidetrack agreements; 
see sidetracks; p. 130. 

Railway mail service and pay; pp. 82, 
‘961, 1015, 1270. 

Railway revenue; October and 10 months, 
p. 8; November and 11 months, p. 111; 
December and 12 months, pp. 316, 434, 
435; January, p. 636; February and two 
months, pp. 809, 837; March and three 
months, p. 1040; April and four months, 
pp. 1275, 1311, 1352. 

Rea, Samuel; brief filed with Senate 
committee; p. 481. 

Reconstruction of railroad policy; see 
railroad problem, solving the. 

Reconsignment; p. 651. 

Redfield, W. C.; opposes government 
ownership; p. 1095. 

Redfield, Secretary; intervenes on lime- 
— rates; pp. 406, 629, 663, 714, 733, 

Redfield, Secretary; address at Rivers 
and Harbors Congress; p. 363. 


Regional directors; orders and appoint- 
ments of, etc.; pp. 37, 78, 83, 84, 135, 
136, 137, 150, 182, 190, 199, 202, 20 
205, 254, 255, 270, 275, 312, 315, 323, 328, 
331, 350, 365, 393, 395, 398, 435, 444, 457, 
458, 462, 500, 510, 516, 534, 546, 563, 566, 
610, 615, 617, 619, 620, 658, 664, 670, 673, 
676, 677, 718, 721, 722, 723, 724, 756, 764, 
774, 782, 796, 804, 810, 814, 817, 834, 865, 
866, 910, 961, 1036, 1042, 1063, 1064, 1099, 
1101, 1115, 1148, 1174, 1210, 1215, 1216, 
1227, 1261, 1353, 1354, 1355, 1386, 1394. 


Reparation claims; conference ruling 362 
restated; pp. 830, 906. 

Reparation policy; pp. 325, 385, 431, 676, 
Hg 782 (Traffic Circular No. 7), 849, 

Rich, E. J.; before Senate committee; p 


Riley, W. J.; 
port; p. 8. 

Ripley resolution for settlement of rail- 
road problem; p. 602. 

= and Harbors Congress; pp. 316, 


freight forwarding for ex- 


Robinson, Elizabeth; traffic manager Wil- 
lard Supply Co.; p. 559. 

Robinson, Elizabeth; interest on claims; 
pp. 851, 1061. 

Root, Elihu; letter to S. Davies Warfield 
on railroad problem; p. 1046. 

Ross, Robert C.; traffic manager Joseph 
y al "Ryerson & Son; p. 1115. 

Routing of freight; pp. 198, 433, 598, 810, 
813, 842, 903, 1018. 

Rules of practice; I. C. C.; pp. 1015, 1066. 

— ao aes prepayment. of freight; p. 

Sailing day plan; pp. 30, 174, 558, 597, 670, 
765, 781, 813, 842, 851, 903, 1059, 1064, 
1147, 1256. 

Salmon, W. W., for Railway Business As- 
sociation; before Senate committee; p. 
417. 

= bags; pp. 677, 765, 1064, 1113, 
1134. 

a J. R.; suggestions for legislation; 

552. 

securities, railroad; ownership; p. 740. 

Senate railroad hearings; pp. 21, 47, 93, 
ie 175, 213, 231, 285, 341, 405, 417, 
481. 

Shaughnessy, J. F., Commissioner, of Ne- 
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vada; letter to Director-General Hines 
on federal control over states; p. 888. 
Shirley, Swagar; succeeds John Skelton 
~ Williams as head of finance division; p. 
605. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Allocation of ships to southern trade 
routes; p. 1100. 

Appointments on and to, etc.; p. 905. 

Cargo liner service; p. 1391. 

Charter of neutral vessels; p. 78. 

Coal exports department; p. 1139. 

Contracts cancelled; pp. 931, 1002. 

Enemy ships; p. 932. ’ 

Hurley, E. N.; report on foreign ob- 
servations, p. 638; plan for merchant 
marine, pp. 699, 896; Pan-American 
shipping needs, p. 1209; statement to 
House committee, p. 1258. 

Legislation recommended; p. 1334. 

Merchant marine; see merchant marine 
in general index. 

Ocean freight rates; pp. 202, 257, 286, 
380, 454, 554, 894, 933, 1055, 1140, 1208, 
1259, 1334, 1388. 

Operations, Division of; 
organization; p. 895. 

Ports and Harbors on U. S. coasts; pp. 
895, 1004. 

Reed, W. S.; succeeds G. T. Smith as 
treasurer Emergency Fleet Corpora- 
tion; p. 1013. 

Robinson, H. M.; 
a member; p. 1002. 

Rossiter, J. H.; U. S. ships 
trade; p. 1100. 

Sailings of vessels; pp. 933, 
1102, 1135, 1205, 1257, 1332, 1387. 

~~ # ships; pp. 864, 1093, 1100, 1260, 


Shipbuilding plans; pp. 136, 506, 1056, 
1139, 1204, 1284. 

Shipping Board; 
1056, 1118, 1333. 

Ships released from control; p. 136. 

Tonnage explained; p. 560. 

Transatlantic voyages; restrictions on 
vessels removed; p. 202. 

Tuckahoe, The; carrier of; p. 1062. 

Wage award; p. 1116. 

Wages of sailors; pp. 37, 640. 


new plan of 


succeeds Page as 
in foreign 
1003, 1068, 


investigation of; pp. 





Shipping days; see sailing days; p. 30. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Agent, authority of; Gilbert et al. vs. 
American Oil Export Co., Ine. (N. 
Y.); p. 1284. 

Agent, authority of; Mobile & Gulf Nav. 
as vs. Sugar Products Co. (Ala.); p. 

Bills of lading; p. 903. 

Barker, authority to employ; Giibert et 
al. vs. American Oil Export Co., Inc. 
(N. Y.); p. 1284. 

Care and diligence; duty of; Morey vs. 
City of New Rochelle et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 495. 

Charter Assignment; Piazzio vs. Som- 
erville (Miss.); p. 442. 

Charter; Mobile & Gulf Nav. Co. vs. 
Sugar Products Co. (Ala.); p. 1399. 
Charter, breach of; Piazzio vs. Somer- 

ville (Miss.); p. 442. 

Charter, breach of; The Malcolm Bax- 
ter, Jr. (Fed. Ct.); p. 81. 

Charter, construction of; The Malcolm 
Baxter, Jr. (Fed. Ct.); p. 81. 

Charter, violation of; The Malcolm 
Baxter, Jr. (Fed. Ct.); p. 81. 

Charter party; Earn Line S. S. Co. vs. 
— S. S. Co., Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 4 

Contracts; South Atlantic S. S. Line vs. 
London-Savannah Naval Stores Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 808. 

Contract; Scott vs. Moragues Lumber 
Co. (Ala.); p. 442. 

Contracts; Union Oil Co. of Calif. vs. 
Rideout (Calif.); p. 373. 

Contract, breach of; Corsica Transit 
Co. vs. Moore Grain Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 269. 

Customs; p. 903. 

Damage to cargo; The Aki Marn (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 949. 

Damage to cargo; The John B. Robbins 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1153. 

Damages—burden of proof; p. 903. 

Damages; Scott vs. Moragues Lumber 
Co. (Ala.); p. 442. . 4 

Defects, liability for; Union Oil Co. of 
Calif. vs. Rideout (Calif.); p. 373. 


Demurrage; Dick Chiarello & Bros., 
Inc., vs. C..R. R. of N. J. et al. (Fed. 
Ct.)3 “p.. 2699. 


Discharging, time for; Dick Chiarello & 
Bros., Inc., vs. C. R. R. of .N. J: et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. : 





Freight (Ala.); p. 903. 


Inspect, duty to; Union Oil Co. of 
Calif. vs. Rideout (Calif.); p. 373. 

Insurance—damages; Leyland & Co., 
Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. 

Laches; Elder Demster & Co., Ltd., vs. 
— Mahogany Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Liability, limitation of; Leyland & Co., 
— vs. Hornblower (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Liability; limitation of; Capital Transp. 
Co. vs. Cambria Steel Co. (Sup. Ct.); 
p. 1153. 

Maritime liens; Howard vs. 9889 bags of 
malt (Fed. Ct.); p. 1109. 

Negligence; f; 903. 

Negligence; Morey vs. City of New Ro- 
chelle et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 495. 

Negligence; The Robert R.; The Prinz 
Frederick Hendrik (Fed. Ct.); p. 753. 

Ownership; p. 903. 

Refusal to accept shipment; Swayne & 
=. Inc., vs. Everett (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Sale of vessel; W. & S. Job & Co., Inc., 
a - aeaeeed Lumber Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 4 

Set-off; Howard vs. 9889 bags of malt 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1109. 
State, power of; Corsica Transit Co. vs. 
Moore Grain Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 269. 
Storage of cargo; Howard vs. 9889 bags 
of malt (Fed. Ct.); p. 1109. 

Substitution of vessel; Moore & McCor- 
mick, Inc., vs. Hasslein et al. (Fed. 
Cd: wp. Tee, 


Short lines and government control; pp. 
190, 248, 499, 557, 572, 774, 908, 972, 973, 
1066, 1217 and 1266 (convention in 
Washington), 1378. 

as ee agreements; pp. 130, 604, 1065, 


Side tracks; see industry tracks. 

— R. D.; post dating by post Office; 

Sisson-McChord Controversy; see Mc- 
Chord. 

one Ey: traffic committee methods; 
p. 3 

Small, Perry; paying loss and damage 
claims; p. 1381. 

Smith, A. H.; regional director; resigns; 
p. 1216. 

Smith, E. A.; status of strikers; p. 705. 

Smith, F. W.; better packages and mark- 
ing; pp. 561, 959. : 


Smith, S. H.; postage on railroad mail; 


852. 
—es Freight Inspection Bureau; p. 


Southern Hardwood Traffic Assn.; plan 
for solving railroad problem; p. 63. 
Southern Interior Traffic Association; p. 


810. 

Southern Traffic League; » Cl, Bea, 
1006, 1216. _ - 

— Traffic League; pp. 174, 605, 

Spence, L. J.; address to National League 
of Commission Merchants; p. 64. 

Spencer, H. B.; director division of pur- 
chases; p. 619. 

Stamps, P. W.; mileage scales; p. 187. 

States rates; federal power over; pp. 70, 
73, 327, 430, 490, 573, 606, 633, 656, 658, 
685, 695, 755 (decision of Judge Dickson 
in Minnesota express case), 781, 808, 
863. 886, 963, 973, 993, 1034, 1035, 1147, 
1173, 1183 (decision of Supt. Ct. in N. 
Dakota case). 

Statistics of carriers for 1917; p. 18. 

Stebbings, A. W.; post dating by post of- 
fice; p. 138. 

Steel prices; pp. 734, 801, 906, 951, 974, 
1029, 1066, 1125, 1154. See also editorial. 

Stone, C. D.; comment on the Plumb rail- 
road plan; p. 387. 

Storage rules and charges; p. 100 (15th. 
sect. order 1050). 

Storage tariffs; uniform; pp. 386, 458. 

Stover, R. L.; off line agents; p. 1282. 

Stover, R. L.; interest on overcharge 
claims: pp. 662, 759, 812, 853, 905. 

Stover, R. E.; return of roads to owners; 


p. 451. 

Strayer, J. S. T.; president York Traffic 
Club; p. 620. ‘ 

Stubbs, R: S.; president N. Y. Traffi¢ 
Club; p. 135. 


Suits against carriers under federal con- 
trol; pp. 251, 371, 487, 498. 
SUPREME COURT, THE U. S. 

Arkansas state reparation cases; p. 532. 
Bill of lading; Shuart and Leatherwood 
cases; pp. 1260, 1301, 1308. é 
Brooklyn Eastern District Terminal 
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case; terminal a common carrier; pp. 
693, 737. 

Bulah Coal Co. vs. P. R. R.; coal repa- 
ration orders sustained; pp. 1260, 1309. 

Cable company cases vs. the Postmas- 
ter-General held moot; p. 1260. z 

Cameron, J. S., vs. L. E. & W.; side 
tracks; p. 837. . 

Carey, W. E., vs. State of S. Dakota; 
game law held valid; p. 1987. 

Central of Georgia taxation case; p. 298. 

Chalker, A. P., administrator estate of 
J. W. Wright, Jr., and C. E. Pigford 
vs. B. & N. W. et al.; Tennessee tax 
law unreasonable; p. 886. 

Damage claim; notice of; Southern Pa- 
oa vs. Frank R. Stewart; pp. 128, 

» 

Elgin, Joliet & Eastern vs. U. S.; writ 
of certiorari denied; p. 620. 

Ferger case; argument, pp. 919, 929; 
decision (Pomerene bill of lading act 
upheld), p. 1188. 

Four months’ clause of bill of lading; 
B. & O. and B. & O. S. W. vs. J. G. 
Leach; p. 738. 

Fourth section; power of Commission 
sustained; Skinner and Eddy Corpo- 
ration va. 1. C. C.. & & OC. et al; 
pp. 995, 1037. 

Freight on goods not carried; Interna- 
tional Paper Co. vs. Schooner “Gracie 
D. Chambers,’”’ her tackle, etc.; Flor- 
ence G. Payne, claimant; p. 171. 


Georgia, comptroller general of, vs. 
Cent. of Ga.; motion for rehearing 
granted; p. 886. 

Goldberg, Samuel, vs. N. Y. C.; non- 
fraudulent description; p. 1087. 


Illinois vs. Postmaster-General et al.; 
— power over state rates; p. 
International Paper Co. vs. Schooner 
“Gracie G. Chambers,’’ her tackle, 
«tc.; Florence G. Payne, claimant; 
freight on goods not carried; p. 171. 


Kansas vs. Postmaster-General et al.; 
federal power over state rates; -: p. 
iiee. . 

Kansas gas cases; p. 658. 

Kinzell, Wm., vs. C. M. & St. P.; inter- 
state railway; p. 1087. 


Leach, J. G., vs. B. & O. and B. & O. S. 
W.; four months’ clause in bill of lad- 
ing; waiver of; p. 738. 

Leatherwood, B., vs. T. & P. and M. K. 
& T. of Texas; through bills of lading 
binding; pp. 1260, 1301, 1310. 

Massachusetts Commission vs. New 
England Telephone and Telegraph 
Co.; federal power over state rates; 
p. 1187. 

Misdescription, non-fraudulent; N. Y. C. 
vs. Samuel Goldberg; p. 1087. 

N. Dakota vs. Northern Pacific et al.; 
= power over state rates; p. 

o—, 7 C., vs. C. & N. W.; side tracks; 
p. A 

Pomerene bill of lading act; pp. 1737, 
1174, 1188. 

Porto Rico, American Ry. Co. of., vs. 
mig Rico; writ of certiorari denied; 
p. , 

Private cars, taxing; Union Tank Line 
<2 General of Georgia; 
p. ; 

Railway mail pay; D. L. & W. petition 
for additional pay; p. 837. 

Railway mail pay; U. S. vs. A. T. & S. 
F.; p. 837. 

Reparation orders Bulah 
Coal Co. vs. P. R. R.; pp. 1260, 1309. 

Safety appliance act; p. 886. 

Shuart, John R., & Sons vs. Erie; claim 
—— not completed; pp. 1260, 1301, 


Side tracks for shippers; C. & N. W. vs. 
A. C. Ochs; p. 837. 

Side tracks; L. E. & W. vs. Ill. Com- 
mission ex rel. J. S. Cameron; p. 837. 

Skinner and Eddy Corporation vs. U. S. 
dH, 1. € Cc... BR &. 0. et als fourth 
section power of I. C. C.; pp. 995, 1037. 

Soldiers; reduced fare for; p. 737. 

S. Dakota vs. Dakota Central Telephone 
Co. et al.; federal power over state 
rates; p. 1185. 

S. Dakota game law held valid; p. 1087. 

Southern Pacific Co. vs. Frank R. Stew- 
art; notice of damage claim; pp. 128, 
771. 

State rates; federal power over; de- 
cisions in N. Dakota railroad, S. Da- 
kota telephone, Kansas telephone, IIli- 
nois telegraph and Massachusetts tel- 
ephone cases; p. 1183. 

Telegraph companies; exchange of serv- 
ice with; Postal Telegraph Cable Co. 
vs. Tonapah & Tidewater and C.' G. 


sustained; 
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W., and Western Union vs. B. & O.; 
p. 170. 

Terminal a common carrier; Brooklyn 
Eastern District Terminal case; pp. 
693, 737. 

Union Tank Line vs. Comptroller Gen- 
eral of Georgia; taxing private cars; 
p. 693. 


Tap line case; memorandum by Chief 
Examiner Thurtell; p. 1016. 

Tariff circular 1B; p. 734. __ 

Tariff publishing agents; list of; p. 1102. 

Tariff Circular No. 1B; p. 449. 

Tariffs; fines for violations of; p. 76. 

Tax, war, on transportation; pp. 129, 322, 
374, 445, 706, 750, 765, 941, 998, 1051, 
1059, 1104, 1288. 

Taylor, W. M.; hearings on rate in- 

creases; pp. 451, 551. 

Telephone revenues; for August, p. 772; 
for September, p. 866; for December, p. 
946; for January, p. 1406. : 

Ten Eyck, P. G.; address at Rivers and 
Harbors Congress; p. 364. 


TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF I. C. C. 


Aberdeen, S. D., Commercial Club Traf- 
fic Bureau vs. G. N. et al.; case 7895; 
coal; p. 415. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. C. & 
in et al; case 8297; building tile; p. 
595. 

Z&tna Explosives Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 10240; nitrate of soda; p. 297. 

Etna Explosives Co. vs. McAdoo et al.; 
case 10317; Burton-Richards Co. vs. 
same; sub. No. 1; acid; p. 528. 

48tna Explosives Co. vs. Hines et al.; 
case 10310; cotton linters and cotton- 
seed hull fiber; p. 632. 

Alexandria (La.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. L. R. & N. et al.; case 10306; class 
and commodity; p. 882. 

Ash Grove Lime and Portland Cement 
Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 10135; 
cement; p. 416. 

Badger Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 10062; switching; p. 528. 

Bartlett-Collins Glass Co. et al. vs. St. 
L. & S. F. et al.; case 9735; glass 
bottles, etc.; p. 529. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce et al. 
pT & V. et al.; case 10078; rice; p. 

Bell, J. B., Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 
10298; angle iron; p. 797. 


Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. Mc- 
Adoo et al.; case 10334; subs. No. 1 
and No. 2, same vs. same; condensed 
milk; p. 1034. 

Cincinnati, class rates from, to points 
on L. & N. and the Carrollton and 
Worthville; case 10232; p. 883. 


Clark-Davis Coal Co. et al. vs. Hines 
et al.; case 10315; coal; p. 691. 

Cornell, F. C., vs. L. V. et al.; case 
10378; coal; p. 1034. 

Diamond Alkali Co. vs. F. P. & E. et 
al.; case 10236; merchandise; p. 692. 
Dow Chemical Co. vs. Hines et al.; case 

10290; chemicals; p. 1130. 
Fargo Iron & Metal Co. vs. N. P.; case 
10218; old threshing engines; p. 595. 

- Gallatin Coal and Coke Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 10133; coal cars; p. 992. 
Galveston Commercial Assn. et al. vs. 
Ark. W. et al.; case 10335; iron and 

steel articles; p. 929. 


Globe Elevator Co. vs. D. L. & W. et 
oi case 10287; grain switching; p. 


Golden, W. E., vs. McAdoo et al.; case 
10250; fares for soldiers; p. 528. 

Goodyear Tire and Rubber Co. vs. A. C. 
& Y. et al.; case 9579; rubber; p. 834. 

Green Bay Assn. of Commerce vs. C. & 

a an et al.; case 10124; class rates; 

p. L 

Harriss, Irby & Vose vs. G. H. & S. A. 
et al.; case 10302; cotton; p. 692. 

Helena Traffic Bureau vs. St. L. I. M. & 
S. et al.; case 9492; same vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 10032; parts of 4th 
sect. avs. 699, 799, 1606, 2043, 2045, 
2060, 2188, 4218, 4219, 4220, 4944; class 
rates; p. 1307. 

Hinrichs, G. F., Inec., vs. Wells Fargo & 
oe case 10300; dressed poultry; p. 


Holmes & Hallowell; case 6194; Minne- 
sota coal cases; p. 595. 
= percentage cases; pp. 1086, 


Huntington, W. Va:, Jobbers’ and Man- 
ufacturers’ Bureau vs. Atlantic City 
R. R. et al.; case 9926; percentage 
cases; pp. 1086, 1131. 

Iowa Railroad Commissioners et al. vs. 





Q. O. & K. C. et al.; case 9711; wal- 
nut logs; p. 128. 

Iowa Commission et al. vs. M. & St. L. 
et al.; case 10149; lumber; p. 415. _— 
Kalamazoo Tank & Silo Co. vs. Hines 
et al.; case 10324; silo staves and raft- 

ers; p. 692. 

Kansas City Bolt & Nut Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9845; scrap iron and 
steel; p. 415. 

Kaw River Sand & Material Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 10365; sand; p. 
1035. 

Little Rock Merchants’ Freight Bureau 
vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 9941; knitting 
factory products; p. 1131. 


Lodwick Lumber Co. vs. McAdoo et al.; 
case 10272; lumber; p. 477. 


Lumber carload minima; case 10128; p. 


797. 

Marshall-Wells Hardware Co. vs. S. P. 
& S. et al.; case 10220; bar iron and 
steel; p. 797. 

Marinette-Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. C. & 

‘. W. et al.; case 10063; excelsior; p. 
632. 

McCloud River R. R. Co. vs. S. P. et 
al.; case 9540; new cars; p. 415. 

Meeds Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & N. 
et al.; case 10360; yellow pine; p. 797. 

Memphis Merchants’ Exchange vs. A. & 
A et al.; case 9570; grain, etc.; p. 

Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. Southern et 
aL; a 9660; class and commodity; 
p. 594. 


Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 9987; p. 595. 

Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. et 
al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 10187; pa- 
per; p. 529. 

Middlesboro (Ky.) Coal Operators’ Assn. 
= L. & N. et al.; case 9734; coal; p. 

Mississippi River and Bonne Terre Ry. 
sR & O. et al.; case 10423; coal; p. 

Monroe Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & 
S. et al.; case 10160; class and com- 
modity; p. 633. 

Moss Point Chamber of Commerce vs. 
te N.; case 10017; class rates; p. 

Naylor & Co. vs. D. L. & W.; 
10219; pig iron; p. 297. 

Nebraska-Iowa Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. vs. 
McAdoo et al.; case 10251; refrigera- 
tion; p. 476. 

Neosho Grocery Co. vs. Hines et al.; 
case 10269; sugar; p. 528. 
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